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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Annual Report of Results from the Basic Skills Assessment Program,
Spring, 1987, presents test information from the administration of the BSAP
tests to students in Charleston County public schools. Analyses presenced in
this report include the following:

° Presentations of districtwide results including the percentages of
students meeting standards and median scale scores.

° Comparisons of district results with state results.
° Breakdowns of district test results by demographic characteristics
of the students: .ethnicity; gender; income (defined by

free/reduced lunch program participation).

° Historjcal results for ths district.
° Historical results for each school.
° Percentages of CCSD students mastering each BSAP objective, and

comparisons of CCSD students answering each item correctly to SC
students answering each item correctly.

Background

Tests are administered in the spring of each school year to students in
grades 1, 2, 3, 6, and 8 as part of the Basic Skills Assessment Program
(BSAP'. These tests have been administered statewide since 1981. BSAP tests
were designed to assess the extent to which students have attained statewide
objectives in Reading, Mathematics, and Writing. Reading and Mathematics
tests are administered at grades 1, 2, 3, 6, and 8, while Writing tests are
administered at grades 6 and 8.

Districtwide Results

Percentages of students meeting state standards on the 1987 BSAP tests
are as follows:

Subtest Grade 1 Grade 2 Grade 3 Grade 6 Grade 8

Reading 82.2 87.5 93.6 83.8 78.7
Mathematics 84.2 89.2 87.6 74.5 69.6
Writing 77.4 73.1

Areas of relative gtrength (in which more than 857 of the students met
standards) were second and third grade reading and second and third grade
mathematics. Areas of relative weakness (in which less than 757 of the
students met standards) were sixth and eighth grade mathematics and eighth

grade writing.
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A higher percentage of Charleston County students scored above standard
compared to their SC peers in 757 of the grade level-subject area
combinations. A greater percentage of Charleston County students met Reading
and Mathematics standards at grades 2, 3, 6, and 8. Greater overall
differences were found for Reading than for' Mathematics. At grade 1 where
students performed below their SC peers, differences were greater for Reading
(-2.1%7) than for Math (-.8%). The only other area in which CCSD students
showed a relative weakness compared to students statewide was eighth grade
Writing where the difference between CCSD and SC students was -2.17.

Compared to 1986 test results, 1987 performance levels in Reading and
Mathematics represent an improvement. In contrast, 1987 Writing scores
reflect a slight decline from last year. All grades showed significant
improvements since BSAP testing began in 1981 for Reading and Mathematics and-
in 1983 for Writing. The greatest gains in Reading and Mathematics since
1981 have been at grades 6 And 8. In addition, Charleston County has shown
greater increases in both subjects than has South Carolina. Improvements in
Writing since 1983 have been comparatively less than those found for Reading
and Mathematics over the same four-year period. Compared to progress
statewide, CCSD sixth graders made slightly better four-year gains in Writing
than SC students, while at grade 8, SC students made better progress than
Charleston County students.

Performance by Demographic_Subgroups .

Gender. A greater proportion of females compared to males scored above
the state standard on all subtests for all grade levels except grade 3
Mathematics where performance was approximately the same. Improvements over
1986 scores were demonstrated by males and females for all grade levels and
subtests except for grade 1 males and females in Mathematics and grade 8
females in Reading. Both gender subgroups performed better than their South
Carolina counterparts in all areas eXcept for grade 6 females in Writing and
grade 8 males and females in Writing.

Ethnicity. A higher proportion of white students compared to black
students scored above the state s-andard in 1987 in Reading, lMathematics, and
Writing at all grade levels tested. More than 807 of the white students
scored above the state standard in all subject areas and for all grade levels
tested. More than 80% of the black students scored above the Reading and
Mathematics state standard in grades 2 and 3 only. Percentages of ethnic
subgroups scoring above the state standard on Reading and Mathematics
subtests were greater in 1987 than in 1986 with the exceptions of black first
graders in Mathematics and white eighth graders in Reading. With one
exception, greater percentages of CCSD white and black students met standards
compared to students statewide. The one exceotion was for first grade black
pupils in Reading.

Income. A higher proportion of students not being served by the free
lunch program met state standards than students served by the free lunch
program for all areas and grade levels tested. More than 907 of the students
at grades 1, 2, and 3 not participating in the lunch program scored above the
state standards in Reading and Mathematics compared to 757 of the students
on free lunch. Among sixth and eighth graders, more than 797 of the students
not participating in the lunch program scored above the state standard on
Reading, Mathematics, and Writing subtests, compared to 557 of the students
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on free lunch. Students in both subgroup cacegories made improvements in
Reading and Mathematics with the exception of grade 1 Mathematics scores for
students not participating in the lunch program. A decline in Writing scores
resulted in smaller percentages of students in both categories meeting
Writing standards. Greater percentages of CCSD pupils than SC pupils in both
lurich groups scored above state standards for all subtests and grade level
conbinations with the exceptions of grade 1 Reading and grade 8 Writing for
both lunch groups, and grade 1 Mathematies for students not participating in
the lunch program.
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PURPCUSE OF REPORT

The Annual Report of the Basic Skills Assessment Program, Spring, 1987,
presents the results from the administratiun of the BSAP to students in the
Charleston County Public Schools. All students in grades 1, 2, 3, 6, and 8
were tested as part of the South Carolina Basic Skills Assessment Program.
The primary reason for administeving BSAP tests is to assess how well
students perform on identified statewide objectives in reading, mathematics,

and writing.
This report responds to three primary questions:

1. How are Charlesten County public school pupils performingy with respect
to state achievement standards?

2. How does the achievement of Charieston County public school pupils
compare to the achieverment of other pupils in South Carolina?

3, How does achievement for Spring, 1987 r~mpare to previous years?

Test data are presented for all students districtwide, as well as for
studerts within demographic subgroups. Demogrzphic variables include gender,
ethnicity and income level (defined by lunch program participation).

This report aiso presents an analysis of students' responses to groups
of items comprising objectives as well as to individual test items. By
comparing the percentage of Charleston County pupils responding correctly in
each skill area to percentages of students in the state responding correctly,
areas of relative strength and weakness can be identilied.

There are eight appendices to this report. Appendix A contains
frequency distributions for sach grade level and subject area tested.
Appendix B reports the percentages of students at individual schools meeting
BSAP standards for the years 1981-1987. Appendix C lists mobiiity indices,
percentagas of students on free lunch, and percentages cf handicapped
students for individual schools. Appendix D reports Fall 1986 readiness test
scores and Spring 1987 BSAP scores for first graders enrolled in CCSD schools
during the 1986-87 school year and present for both testing sessions. 1In
Appendix E, District Demographic Reports giving the percentages of students
in various demographic categories meeting standards are reprinted. District
Summary Reports, reporting percentages of CCSD students meeting standards and
needing improvement on each objective, are reprinted in Appendix F, while
Appendix G provides the percentages of students needing improvement on each
osbjective for individual schools. Item Response Summaries, giving &
description of each BSAP test jtem and the percentages of CCSD and SC
students answering correctly, are reprinted in Appendix H.
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STUDENTS AND GRADE LEVELS TESTED

All strdents in the regular instructional program in grades 1, 2, 3,6,
and S are tested each spring as part of the Scuth Carolina Basic Skills
Assessment Program., Students in all of these grades have been tested
statewide since 1981; hence test results are available for the past seven

vears.

Handicapped students in grades 1, 2, and 3 were tested if their
Individual Educational Plans indicated that testing was appropriate. All
sixth and eighth grade students were tested to ensure practice for the Exit
Exam. Scores of handicapped students are jncluded in the analyses presented
in this report as well as the analyses of state test data. Special education
students were tested according to their nominal grade placement. Large-print
editions of the BSAP were available for visually-handicapped students in all
grades. Brailled and modified test versions were available for blind,
hearing handicapped and orthopedically handicapped students in grades 6 and
8, as appropriate. Flexibility in test scheduling and setting was permitted
for learning disabled pupils and other handicapped pupils, ! 7 needed.

The South Carolina Exit Exam and readiness test are considered part of
BSAP. Results from these two programs, however, are reported separatzly.

All students were administered the BSAP during the week of April 27 -
May 1.

The number of_ pupils enrolled, and the number and percent of students
tested are provided below.

Number of
Pupils Number Percent

Enrolled Tested Tested




DESCRIPTION OF THE BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM TESTS

The Basic Skills Assessment Program (BSAP) tests are group-administered,
criterion-referenced achievement tests. Criteriun-referenced tests (CRTs)
focus upon specific and precisely defined learning objectives. CRTs are
designed to assess students' "attainment” of specific knowledge or skills and
to reference performance to a defined set of objectives. CRT scores are
directly meaningful in terms of the degree of learning which the examinee °
possesses. .

The BSAP tests were designed to assess the extent to which students have
attained statewide objectives in reading, mathematics, and writing. Reading
tests are administered to children in grades 1, 2, 3, 6, and 8 and consist of
36 multiple-choice items. Mathematics tests are administered to ~hildren in
grades 1, 2, 3, 6 and 8 and consist of 30 multiple-choice items. Writing
samples, written in response to a single prompt, axe obtained in grades 6 and
8. BSAP tests are not timed.

BSAP Legislation -

In 1978 the South Carolina Legislature established the Basic Skills
Assessment Program. Part of the BSAP legislation provided for: (1)
jdentification of basic skills objectives; (2) development of criterion-
referenced tests in reading and mathematics for grades 1, 2, 3, 6, and 8; )
development of criterion-referenced writing tests for grades 6 and 8; and (4)
setting of minimum standards of achievement for grades tested on the BSAP
tests.

Basic Skills Objectives

Sixteen statewide basic skills objectives were jdentified through a
process that jnvolved South Carolina educators and members of the general
public. Eack objective is repeated at each grade level, but at a different
level of complexity. Brief descriptors of the objectives are presented
below:

Reading

Decoding and Word Meaning (DW):  The student can use word
recognition skills and can determine the meanings of words.

Details (DE): The student can accurately comprehend the details in
a reading selection.

Hain Idea SMI)& The student can determine the main idea of a
reading selection.

Reference Usage QRE): The student can locate and utilize desired
informatior in reference sources.
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Inference QIN): The student can make velid inferences about a
reading selection.

Analysis of Literature (AL): The student. can critically analyze a
reading selection.

Mathematics
Concepts (CN): The student can apply nrmerical concepts.
Operations (OP): The student can compute accurately.
Measurement (ME): The student can apply measurement concepts.
Geometry (GE): The student can apély geometric concepts.

Probiem Solving (PS): The student can solve problems involving the
use of mathematics.

Writing
Handwriting (HN): The student can write legibly.

Mechanics (MC): The student can spell, capitalize, and punctuate
correctly.

Word Usage SWU}: The student can use words appropriately.

Sentence Formation (SF): The student can compose sentences.

Composition (CP): The student can communicate ideas in writing.
Objectives are further defined at the subskill level. Subskills tested

during a given year vary according to grade level and test form.

Achievement Standards

Minimum standards of achievement were set for writing prior to the
Spring, 1981 administration of the BSAP test. Results for writing are given
jn raw score udits. A score of 3 or above indicates adequate performance;
whereas, a score below 3 indicates inadequate performance. These standards
apply to all forms of the writing test.

Standards for reading and mathematics were established following the
Spring, 1981 administration of the BSAP test. Results for reading and
mathematics are reported in scale score units. Scale score units permit
comparison between different forms of the test within a particular grade

level. The minimum standard for reading and mathematics is 700 at all grades

tested.

)




BSA?
purposes.

1.

UTILIZATION OF BSAP TEST RESULTS

test results are utilized by a variety of audiences for various
These include:

Providing the Superintendent and the School Board of Trustees with
an assassment of the levels of achievement in the academic content
areas of reading, mathematics, and writing.

Providing principals with an assessment of their school's
achievement in these. content areas. which can assist them in the
jdentification of relative strengths and weaknesses for further
study.

Providing teachers with an assessment of individual pupil's
achiavement to aid in the improvement of instruction through
further diagnosis and/or counseling with students and parents.

Providing parents and students with information on students'
academic achievement.

Providing the Department of Curriculum with appropriate information
about districtwide strengths and weaker areas so they can assist
teachers and principals in improving their instructional programs.

Aiding. in the identification of students for special programs, such
as Chapter I and EIA Compensatory/Remedial programs.

Aiding in the evaluation of externally-funded programs, such as
Chapter I and EIA Compensatory/Remedial programs. .




CAUTIONS IN THE INTERPRETATION AND USE OF BSAP TEST DATA
(Reprinted from A User's Guide to BSAP Score Reports, SDE, 1987.)

Criterion-Referenced Vs. Norm~-Referenced Tests

An understanding of the BSAP test results may be facilitated through a
general understanding of the difference between criterion-referenced and

norm-referenced tests.

Criterion-referenced tests, such as the BSAP tests, are designed to
measure student performance against & desired criterion or standard. In
contrast, norm-refereiiced tests are designed to provide a basis for comparing
the performance of a student or a group of students with the average
performance (norm) of a representative sample of students. In light of the
inherent differences between norm-referenced and criterion-referenced tests,
several cautions are presented in the ensuing discussion with respect to
making comparisons and interpretations based on the BSAP data.

BSAP Tests as Measures of the BSAP Objectives

The BSAP tests were developad based upon the BSAP objectives and,
consequently, are intended specifically for use in Sor .a Carolina. Since the
BSAP tests are administered only in South Carolina, there is no information
available that indicates how students in other states or in the nation as a
whole would perform on the tests. The BSAP tests can-be used to compare
student performance to the preset stace siandard, but they cannot be used to
compare student performance to some national level of performance. The
intended purpose of the BSAP tests, as stipulated in the legislation, is to
assist in the improvement of instruction by identifying student deficiencies.

BSAP Tests as On-Grade level Tests

s the tests to be on-grade level and to be
e specified grade levels with the exception
of those handicapped students excluded from testing by their Individual
Education Plans (IEP's). Consequently, caution must be exercised when
interpreting test data for students whose instructional levels are below the
grade level of the test they took. Since the match between the ability of
the student and the test difficulty is not optimal for students who are below
grade level, the test results are not likely to provide as accurate a
description of such a student's performance as for a student whose ability

is more closely aligrned with the test difficulty.

The BSAP legislation require
administered to all students at th

Comparisons Across BSAP Tests

Another caution relates to the legitimacy of making comparisons across
basic skill areas and grade levels with the BSAP tests. Since the difficulty
of the tests may vary from the mathematics to reading to writing and from
grade to grade, comparisons should not be made across different grades or

17
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acrogss different basic skill tests for a given grade. For example, a scale
score of 680 on the Grade 8 BSAP Mathematics Test is not comparable to a 680
on the Grade 8 BSAP Reading Test. Since the tests are also not equated
across grades, the scale scores are only comparable from one year to the next
for the same basic skill area at the same grade level. Consequently,
apparent decreases in the percentages of students meeting the standards
across grades may be misleading. For example, if a student receives a scale
score of 710 on the Grade 2 BSAP Reading Test, and the next year receives a
score of 710 on the Grade 3 BSAP Reading Test, the assumption should not be

made that the two scores have the same meaning.

Socioceconomic and Other Background Performance Factors

A frequent misuse of test data is the tendency to equate high test
scores with educational quality. Users of the data should remember that test
data cone-itute a single type of information that should be used in
conjunction with other relevant jnformation to evaluate educational quality.
For example, entry characteristics of students such as socioeconomic
background and the educational level of parents are factors which are

) strongly related to test performance. Comparisons of scores among schools
* and/or districts should not be made unless differences in the characteristies
of students are accounted for in these comparisons.

Compazisons Among Student Subgroups

Caution should be exercised in the interpretation of differences in the -
performance of various subgroups (e.g., male versus female) within the total
population at any grade. While data for various subgroups can provide
information as to which of the subgroups as a whole may be most in nezd of
additional instructicn, the data cannot and should not be used as a basis for
making cause and effect statements about the instruction offered to different

groups.

Interpretation of Results for Each Objective

A final caution relates to interpretation of performance by objective on
the BSAP tests. A small number of items is used to test each BSAP objective.
Since these items reflect only a sample of the skills encompassed by .each
objective, the percentage of students needing improvement should be
considered as approximate. For a particular year, differences in achievement
across objectives measured by the BSAP Reading and Mathematics Tests can
vary. These differences may be partially explained by the fact that the
skills reflected in some objectives may be inherently more difficult and
receive more instructional emphasis than those included in other objectives.
Thus, comparing performance across objectives for a given grade (for example,
comparing 6th grade performance across the six reading objectives) provides
only an estimation of relative strengths and weaknesses. Additionally,
caution must be taken when comparing objectives across Yyears for a particular
grade because test items and student nopulations taking the test change from

year to year.




Interpretation of Item Response Data

The percentages of students responding correctly to each test item on
the BSAP Reading and Mathematics Tests are included in Item Response
Summaries. Tasre are a number of points that should be kept in mind when
reviewing data from these summaries. The items on any one test represent a
sample of the skills encompassed by each objective and 2 particular skill may
be measured by only one test item. Since the BSAP objectives encompass a
range »f skill difficulty, the performance of students on one item may not
provide an accurate picture of skill performance. Thus, the item response
data should be viewed as very tentative approximations of skill performance;
and dramatic changes in instructional focus shculd not be made based on these
data in absence of other information.

13
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COUNTY RESULTS

Performance of Charleston County Pupils in 1987

Table 1 reports the percentages of Charleston County School District
\CCSD) students at each grade level tested meeting BSAP standards in reading,
mathematics, and writing for 1987 as well as the median scale scores for each
subtest and grade level combination. The median is determined by ordering
test scores from low to high and locating the score in the middle of the
score distribution. The median is therefore the mid-point of the
distribution of the set of scores. Half the scores lie below and half the
scores lie above the median.

In READING percentages of CCSD students meeting standards were 82.2 at
grade 1, 87.5 at grade 2, 93.6 at grade 3, 83.8 at grade 6, and 78.7 at grade
8. The median scale scores for these grades were 805, 806, 799, 772, and
761, respectively. A direct comparison of these median scale scores across
grade levels cannot be made.

In MATHEMATICS percentages of CCSD students meeting the state standards
were 84.2 at grade 1, 89.2 at grade 2, 87.6 at grade 3, 74.5 at grade 6, and
69.6 at grade 8. The median scale scores for these grade levels were 778,
804, 796, 742, and 736, respectively.

In WRITING 77.47% of the sixth graders and 73.1% of the eighth graders in
the county met the state standard. The median score for each grade level was
3.0.

A greater percentage of students at grades 1 and 2 met the mathematics
standards than the reading standards, while a greater percentage of students
at grades 3, 6, and 8 met reading standards. However, conclusions about the
effestiveness of instructicn irn these content areas must be tempered by an,
understanding that the two tests are not comparable in terms of difficualty.
Hence it would be inappropriate to state that mathematics instruction was
more effective than reading instruction in grade 1.

Appendix A contains frequency distributions for each grade level and
subject area tested. These distributions present the number and percentage
of CCSD students obtaining each BSAP scale score on the 1987 tests.
Cumulative frequencies and cumulative percentages are included as well. The
tables fcund in Appendix A can be used to identify the percentage of CCSD
students obtaining a perfect score on the BSAP tests. These percentages are
as follows:

Grade Reading Mathematics Writing
1 18.9 19.0
2 ’ 15.0 21.4
3 8.6 11.2
6 3.4 1.5 15.9
3 5.6 0.3 18.1
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Table 1
Basic Skills Assessment Program, Spring 1987

Charleston'County
Percent Meeting Standard and Median Scale Score

Subtest Grade 1 Grade 2 Grade 3 Grade 6§ Grade 8

READING
% above standard 82.2 87.5 Q3.6 83.8 78.7
Median 805 806 799 772 761
MATHEMATICS
% abcve standard 84.2 89.2 87.6 74.5 69.6
Median 778 804 796 742 736
WRITING
7% above standard 77.4 73.1
Median 3.0 3.0

o
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Comparisons With the State Results

Comparisons of CCSD students' performance on the BSAP with the
performance of other students in Scuth Carolina can be made by comparing the
percentages of students scoring above standard and by comparing the median
scale scores. Table 2 reports the percentages of CCSD and SC students
scoring above standard on each BSAP subtest, as well as median scale scores
for all grade level and subject area combinations. Figures 1-5 illustrate
differences in the percentages of CCSD and SC students meeting standards on
each. BSAP subtest.

At grade 1 a greater percentage of South Carolina students than CCSD
students met standards in Reading and Mathematics. The percentages of
Charleston County pupils meeting standards at grades 2, 3, and 6 were higher
than the percentages of Sourh Carolina pupils meeting standards for all
subject areas. A greater percertage ¢f CCSD eighth grade students met
standards in Reading and hLathematics compared to students statewide; however,
a slightly lower percentage of CCSD eighth graders met Lhe Writing standards
than their South Carolina peers. :

Median scale scores for CCSD pupils in grade 1 were lower than for SC
pupils. CCSD mdian scale scores for grade 2 in both Reading and Mathematics
were lower than the SC scale scores even though a larger percentage of CCSD
students met standards in grade 2 than South Carolina students. This
indicates that more CCSD second grade students met standards, but their scale
scores were not as high as studente statewide. In grades 3, 6, and 8, CCSD
students obtained higher scale scores than South Carolina students in Reading
and Mathematics. The median raw scores for writing were the same for
Charleston County pupils and South Carolina pupils in grades 6 and 8.

Historical Tpends

Table 3 reports the percentages of students meeting BSAP standards for
the years 1981-1987 for Reading and Mathematics and for the years 1983-1987
for Writing. As illustrated in Table 3 and Figures 6-10, the percentages of
students meeting standards in Reading and Mathematics have steadily increased
from 1981 through 1987 for all grade levels and subject area combinations.
In Reading, six-year differences in percentages meeting standards for grades
1, 2, 3, €& and 8 were +7, +20, 422, +29, and +31, respectively. 1In
Mathematics, six-year differences in percentages meeting standards for the
same grades were +13, +14, +22, +29, and +34, respectively. The greatect
changes over the six year period were found at grades 6 and 8.

Although the percentages of students meeting the Writing standards are
higher in 1987 compared to 1983, there have been fluctuations in the pattern
of change. Scores increased for sixth graders from 1983 to 1986, followed by
a slight downward trend in 1987. Eighth grade scores increased during the
first three years of the program, decreased slightly in 1986, and continued
to decrease in 1987.
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Table 2

Basic Skills Assessment Program, Spring 1987
Charleston County and Scuth Carolina
Percent Meeding Standard and Median Scale Score

Subtest Grade 1 _Grade 2 _Grade 3 Grade 6  Grade 8
READING
% above standard CCSD 82.2 87.5 93.6 83.8 78.7
Median 805 806 799 772 761
% above standard SC 84.3 85.2 87.2 79.1 71.5
823 807 791 765 749
MATHEMATICS
% above standard CCSD 84.2 89.2 . 87.6 74.5 69.6
Median 778 804 796 742 736
% above standard SC 85.0 87.3 83.1 71.7 69.0
Median 738 809 788 749 741
WRITING
% above standard CCSD 77.4 73.1
Median 3.0 3.0
% above standard SC 76.8 75.2
Median 3.0 3.0
o0
0
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Figures 1-5

SC Basic Skills Assessment Program

Percentage of Charleston County and South Carolina Pupils

Scoring Above Standard, 1987
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Table3d -~

SOUTH CAR~™,INA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM
Percentages of students Meeting Standards, 1981 - 1987
in Charleston County and South Carolina

SUBJECT YEAR GRADE 1 GRADE 2 GRADE 3 GR'ME 6 GRADE 8
READING 1987  CCSD 82 88 94 84 79
sC 84 85 87 79 72
1986  CCSD 80 gt . o1 79 78
SC 82 81 87 72 71
1985  CCSD 80 g3 90 73 71
sC 82 79 84 67 64
1984  CCSD 80 80 84 72 59
SC 80 76 77 65 60
1983  CCSD 76 7% 83 64 57
sC 75 70 76 61 56
1982  CCSD 77 75 72 - 62 52
SC 72 69 69 62 52
1981  CCSh 75 68 72 55 48
SC 70 62 67 55 51
MATH 1987  CCSD 84 89 28 75 70
SC 85 87 83 72 A9
1986  CCSD 84 87 84 70 64
S 84 86 8u 66 60
1985 CCSD 83 86 84 65 57
sC 84 86 79 61 57
1984  CCSD 81 85 84 60 50
SC 81 82 79 57 54
1083  CCSD 74 76 77 51 38
sC 76 76 74 56 42
1982  CCSD 71 67 68 47 34
SC 68 64 68 51 41
1981  CCSD 71 75 66 46 36
SC 68 69 61 47 43
WRITING 1987  CCSD 77 73
SC . 77 75
1986  CCSD 79 78
SC 78 77
1985 CCSD 74 79
SC 76 77
1984  CCSD 73 72
SC 72 72
1983  CCSD 67 66
" SC 2 69 65
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Tables 4A - 4C summarize 1985-1987 data for each test content area by
reporting percentages above standard and median scores.

Statewide trends in the percentage of students meeting standards are
similar to those demonstrated by Charleston County pupils. Generally,
improvements statewide from 1981 to 1987 were not as great as those
demonstrated by CCSD at all grade levels except grade 1 where the increases
were greater in South Carolina. Fluctuations in Writing scores were also
apparent. in the statewide scores.

Appendix B reports the percentages of students at individual schools
meeting BSAP standards in Reading and Mathematics for the years 1981-1987,
and for Writing for the years 1983-1987. Appendix C lists mobility indices,
percentages of students on free lunch, and percentages of handicapped
students for individual schools.

Comparison of Readiness Scores zad BSAP Scores for CCSD First Graders.
Appenaix D reports Fall 1986 readiness test scores and Spring 1987 BDSAP
scores for first graders enrolled in CCSD schools for the 1986-87 school year
and present for both testing sessions. The number of first graders who took
both the CSAB and BSAP tests is reported for each school, followed by the
percentage scoring 88 or above on the CSAB and the percentages meeting BSAP

Reading and Mathematics standards.

Analyses of - prior years' test data have demonstrated a relationship
between performance on the CSAB and BSAP such that students who score -above
standard on the CSAB at the beginning of first grade tend to score above
standard on the BSAP tests administered at the end of the year. Thus,
percentages of students (taking both tests) meeting standards on the CSAB and
BSAP should be similar for a particular school. A gr.-ter percentage of
students meeting BSAP standards mignt indicate that instruction had been
effective in first grade. However, a difference of 25 percentage points
between CSAB standards and BSAP standards would be unusual and should be
investigated further.

Among the groups of students taking both tests im 42 CCSD elementary
schools during the 1986-87 school year, 31 schools showed an increase of 5 or
more points in the percentage of students meeting BSAP Reading standards over
the percentage meeting CSAB standards. Thirty-three schools displayed an
increase of 5 o more percentage points in Math. One school (Memminger)
showed a 10-point loss in Reading, and one school (Berry) showed a 10-point
loss in Math. One school, Jane Edwards, shcwed an unusual gain of more than
25 points in the percentage of students meeting BSAP standards based on their
CSAB scores. Similarly, Blaney displayed an unusually high gain inm
Mathematics.

Please note that while this analysis is appropriate for group data,
jndividual students' CSAB scores should not be viewed as predictive of BSAP
scores.
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Table 4A

Basic Skills Assessment Program
Charleston County School District
Percent Above Standard and Median Scale Scores

READING
GRADE % Abov:e Standard Median Scale Score
1985 1986 1987 1985 1986 1987
1 80.4 80.0 82.2 785 783 805
2 82.6_ 84.3 87.5 784 792 806
3 89.5 91.4 93.6 787 799 799
6 : 72.5 78.9 83.8 741 759 772
8l . .7.4 _78.0._78.7 N 740 759. 761

The percentage of Charleston County pupils scoring above standard in
Reading increased steadily from 1985 - 1987 for all grade levels except
grade 1. First grade scores dipped slightly in 1986 then increased 2.2
percentage points from 1986 to 1987.

Median scale scores for Charleston County pupils increased each year
from 1985 - 1987 with two exceptions. The third grade median remained
the same from 1985 to 1987 despite the fact that a greater percentage of
students met standards. First grade medians dropped from 1985 to 1986,
and rose in 1987.

The fact that a higher percentage of third graders met standards than
students at other grade levels should not be interpreted to mean that
third grade instruction is more effective than instruction at other
grade levels. Test difficulty is not comparable across grade levels.
While percentages of third graders meeting standards rose from 1986 to
1987, the median scale score did not. This may indicate that more
students met standards with lower scores.
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Table 4B

Basic Skills Assessment Program
Charleston County School District
Percent Above Standard and Median Scale Scores

MATHEMATICS
%7 Above Standard Median Scale Score
GRADE

1985 1986 1987 1985 1986 1987
1 . 83.0 84.3 84.2 791 798 778
2 86.4 87.0 89.2 789 794 804.
3 83.6 83.6 87.6 772 780 796
6 65.1 69.6 74.5 721 731 742
8 57.9 64.1 69.6 708 722 736

The percentage of Charleston County pupils scoring above standard in
Math increased steadily from 1985 - 1987 for all grade levels except
grade 1. First grade percentages decreased by .1 from 1986 to 1987.

Median scaie scores for Charleston County pupils in Math increased each

year from 1985 - 1987 for all grades except grade 1 where the median

decreased from 1986 to 1987.

The fact that a higher percentage of second graders met standard than
‘students at other grade levels should not be interpreted to mean that
second grade instruction is more effective than instruction at other
grade levels. Test difficulty is not comparable across grade levels.

()
(TN
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Table 4C

Basic Skills Assessment Program
Charleston County School District
Percent Above Standard and Median Score

WRITING
% Above Standard Median Score
GRADE
1985 1986 1987 1985 1986 1987
6 73.5 79.0 77.4 2.9 3.1 3.0
8 78.7 77.5 73.1 2.9 3.0 3.0

1. The percentage of Charleston County sixth graders scoring above standard
in Writing increased from 1985 - 1987; however, the percentage dropped
from 1986 to 1987. The percentage of eighth graders scoring above the
writing standard decreased steadily from 1985 - 1987.

~3. ° Madian Scores £oF Charleston County sixth graders in Writing followed
the same pattern as the percentage above standard: scores increased
from 1985 to 1987, and decreased from 1986 to 1987. Median scores for
eighth graders increased from 1985 to 1987 and stayed the same from 1986
to 1987, despite a decrease in the percent meeting standard. These
data, coupled with a comparison of frequency data in Appendix A to last
year's data, indicate that a smaller percentage of students are scoring
1.5 or below and 3 and above, but proportionately more students are
scoring 2. Hence the "below standard" students are scoring higher (and
presumably writing better) than in the past.




Demographic Analysis

Table 5 reports percentages of CccSD students scoring above standard in
1986 and 1987 on the Reading, Mathematics, and Writing tests for demographic
categories. Table 6 compares percentages of Charleston County students
scoring above standard in 1987 to percentages of South Carolina students
scoring above standard. Dzmographic variables include gender (male, female),
ethnicity (white, black), and income level, defined by lunch program
participation (no free/reduced lunch, free/reduced lunch). Approximate
numbers of students tested appear in the right-most colums. Note that
relatively small numbers of students on reduced-price lunch are reported;
care must therefore be used in interpreting data regarding this subgroup. In
the discussion below, data on students receiving reduced-price lunches have
been excluded. The following sections summarize the demographic data:

Gender

1. For grades 1, 2, and 3, in 1987 more than 80% of male and female
subgroups scored above the state standard in all areas with the
exception of mzles in grade 1 where 79.17 of the males scored above
the state standard in Reading. Por grades 6 and 8 more than 70Z o%
male and female subgroup populations scored above state standards
in all areas with two exceptiors. The exceptions were grade 8
males on the Mathematics subtest and grade 8 males on the Writing

subtest.

2. A greater proportion of females, compared to males, scored above the

_ state standard on Reading, Mathematics, and Writing subtests for all.

grade and subject area combinations except grade 3 Mathematics where
females scored .7 percentage points below males.

3. Percentages of CCSD males and females scoring above the standard in
Reading and Mathematics in 1987 were greater than or equal to
percentages for 1986 with two exceptions. Grade 1 females showed a
decline of .2 percentage points in Mathematics. Grade 8 females
showed a decline of 1.1 percentage points in Peading. Percentages
of CCSD males and females scoring above the state standard in
Writing declined in both sixth and eighth grades.

4. CCSD students displayed greater percentages above standard than
their SC peers with three exceptions. Proportionately fewer CCSD
first grade males and females scored above state standards than
other SC students. Grade 6 CCSD females lagged behind females
statewide in Writing by .3 percentage points. Grade 8 males and
females scored below their South Carolina counterparts in Writing.

1. More than 80% of the white students scored above the state standard
in 19087 in all subject areas and for all grade levels tested. More
than 807 of the black students scored above the _tate standard oniy

in grade 2 and grade 3 Reading and Mathematics.
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Income

1.

A higher proportion of white students, compared to black students,
scored above the state standard in 1987 in Reading, Mathematics,
and Writing at all..grade levels tested. Differences between white
students and black students range from 5.4 points (grade 3 Reading)
to 28.4 points (grade 8 Writing). The subtest showing the greatest
difference was Writing (averaging 25.4 points). The subtest
showing the smallest difference was Reading (averaging 11.2
points). Differences between white students and black students
were smallest at grade 3 and greatest at grade 8. For grades i, 2,
and 3 average differences between the achievement levels of black
and white students were 8-12 points. For grades 6 and 8 average
differences between the percentages of black and white students
meeting standards ranged between 19 and 22 points.

The percentages of white students and black students scoring abovs
the state standard on Reading and Mathematics subtests were greater
in 1987 compared to 1986 with two exceptions. A smaller pSrcentage
of black first graders met thd& Mathematics standard in 1987 than in
1986. A smaller percentage of white students in grade 8 scored
above the Reading standard in 1987 than in 1986. Percentages of
white students and black students scoring above state standards in
Writing in 1987 were lower than percentages for 1986. In general,
however, Writing scores were lower in 1987 than they were in 1986.

With one exception, greater percentages of CCSD white and black
students met standards compared to students statewide. The one
exception was for first grade black pupils in Reading. Positive
(CCSD-SC) differences ranged from .l percentage points for first
grade Reading for white pupils to 13.2 points for black eighth
graders.

Data on students in grades 1, 2, and 3 categorized by luich program
participation indicate that more than 90X of the students at these
grade levels not participating in the lunch program scored above
state standards in Reading and Mathematics. More than 74% of the
students on free lunch in grades 1, 2, and 3 scored above the state
standard for Reading and Mathematics. Data on students in grades 6
and 8 categorized by lunch program participation indicate that more
than 79% of the students at these grade levels not participating in
the lunch program scored above the. state stamiard on Reading,
Mathematics, and Writing subtests. More than 557 of the students
on free lunch in grades 6 and 8 scored above the state standard.

A higher proportion of students not being served by the froa lunch
program met state standards than students served with the free
lunch program for all areas and grade levels. Differences between
students not participating in the lunch program and students on
free lunch range from 6.2 percentage points (grade 3 Reading) to
28.6 percentazgs points (grade 8 Writing). Differences were
greatest foi the Writing subtest (averaging 26.6 points) and least
for Reading (averaging 14.98 points). Differences between the two
groups of students were smallest at grade 3 and greatest at grade
8.
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3. Students in both subgroup categories made improvements in Reading
and Mathematics from 1986 to 1987 with the exception of grade 1
Mathematics scores for students not participating in the lunch
program. A decline in Writing scores resulted in smaller
percentages of students in both categories meeting Writing
standards in 1987 than in 1986.

4. Greater percentages of CCSD pupils than SC pupils in both lunch
groups scorad above state standards for all subtests and grade
level combinations with few exceptions. The exceptions were grade
1 Reading and grade 8 Writing for both lunch groups and grade 1
Mathematics for students not participating in the lunch program.

District Demographic Reports are reprinted in Appendix E. 1In addition
to the demographic variables of gender, ethnicity and income level, the
reports in Appendix E include data for handicapped, gifted and talented, and
repecter groups.
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Table 5
SC BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM
Charleston County School District
Percentages of Students Above Standard on the BSAP
Demographic Report, 1986 - 1987

READING MATHEMATICS WRITING Number Tested
1986 1987 1986 1987 1986 1987 1986 1987

Grade 1 Male 76.5 79.

1 82.9 82.9 2185 2240
Female 83.8 85.6 85.9 83.7 1945 2115
White 87.2 89.3 89.6 91.2 1578 1792
Black 74.7 77.0 80.6 79.0 2400 2502
No F/R Lunch 88.6 91.1  91.4 90.7 1766 1935
Free Lunch -+ 72.3 74,1  78.1 78.2 2098 2112
Reduced Lunch 83.3 82.3 87.0 84.9 269 305
]
Grade 2 Male 80.4 84.6 87.1 88.6 1731 1820
Female 88.5 90.6 87.1 89.9 1664 1767
White 89.3 93.0 92.8 94.7 1423 1502
Black 80.4 83.3 82.5 85.2 1920 2035
No F/R Lunch 89.1 94.5 92.0 94.6 1524 1682
Free Lunch 79.0 80.8 82.5 83.6 1625 1616
Reduced Lunch 90.0 85.5 86.7 89.8 241 283
Grade 3 Male 89.4 91.9 ~ §2.8° 87.9 C T 16200 1665 7
Female 93.4 95.4  84.5 47.2 1582 1622
White 95.7 96.7 91.1 93.7 1391 1373
Black 88.1 91.3 77.7 82.9 1775 1870
No F/R Lunch 95.7 96.8  90.7 93.1 1500 1546
Free Lunch 86.4 90.6 76.5 81.6 1454 1472
Reduced Lunch 94.2 92.0 81.9 88.2 . 243 263
Grade 6 Male 76.6 80.4  68.4 73.3  73.1 71.8 1517 1529
Female 81.s 87.7 70.9 75.9 85.5 83.5 1417 1397
White 90.3 90.8 8l.4 87.0 91.3 90.3 1261 1213
Black 70.1 78.9 60.2 65.3 69.4 67.9 1627 1662
No F/R Lunch 89.2 90.8 79.4 83.8 90.2 88.0 1431 1501
Free Lunch 67.3 74.9 58.4 62.9 66.2 63.4 1263 1197
Reduced Lunch 78.1 85.8 70.5 75.1 79.3 81.0 237 226
Grade 8 Male 73.5  76.2  64.4 69.1  70.i 67.2 1507 1515
Female 82.7 81.6 63.8 70.1 85.1 79.8 1476 1378
White gs.0 87.7 79.5 81.5 91.1 88.5 1396 1286
Black 68.6 71.0 49.5 59.5 65.0 60.1 1545 1545
No F/R Lunch 87.6 87.9 76.2 79.9 87.6 84.8 1654 1591
o Free Lunch 64.3 65.8 47.1 55.6 62.9 56.2 1127 1086
ERIC Reduced Lunch 76,6 75.3 57.7 63.5 71.0 713 201 220




Table 6
SC BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM
Charleston Ccunty and South Carolina
Percentages of Students Above Standard on the BSAP
Demographic Report, 1987

READING MATHEMATICS WRITING Number Tested
CCSD SC CCSD SC CCSD SC CCSD sC

Grade 1 Male 79.1 81.3 82.9 84.1 2240 28182
Female 85.6 87.6 85.7 856.0 2115 25940

White 39.3 89.2 91.2 90.2 1792 29517

BRlack * 77.0 78.2 79.0 78.5 . 2502 24095

Nn F/R Lunch 91.1 91.8 90.7 91.4 1935 26610

Free Lunch 74.1 75.7 78.2  71.7 7112 23151

Reduced Lunch 82.3 84.4 84.9 84.5 305 4370

Grade 2 Male 84.6 8l1.6 88.6 86.4 1820 24059
Female 90.6 89.1 89.9 88.4 1767 22969

White 93.0 90.4 94.7 92.7 1502 26536

Black 83.3 78.3 85.2 80.1 2035 19990

Mo F/R Lunch 94.5 92.3 94.6 93.2 1682 24471

Frea Lunch 80.8 76.0 83.6 79.8 1616 18405

Reduced Lunch 85.5 84.5 89.3 86.1 283 4131

Grade 3 Male 91.9 83.5 87.9 82.6 . 1665 23060
Female 95.4 91.1 87.2 83.7 1622 21999

White 96.7 91.7 93.7 89.3 1373 25539

Black 91.3 80.9 82.9 74.6 187¢ 19101

No F/R Lunch 96.8 93.2  G3.1  90.0 1546 23588

Free Lunch 90.6 79.3 81.6 74.2 1472 17618

Reduced Lunch 92.0 86.6 88.2 81.9 263 3880

Grade 6 Male 80.4 75.1 72,3  70.6 71.8 70.0 1529 22107
Female 87.7 83.2 75.9 72.8 83.5 83.8 1397 21443

White 90.8 86.3 87.0 8l1.9 90.3 86.0 1213 25305

Black 78.9 68.6 35.3  56.7 67.9 62.4 1662 17662

No F/R Lunch 90.8 87.5 83.8 82.2 88.0 86.4 1701 24425

Free Lunch 74.9 66.1 62.9 55.6 63.4 61.9 1197 15360

Reduced Lunch 85.8 77.6 75.1 G8.8 81.0 75.1 226 3667

Grade 8 Male 76.2 68.1 69.1 68.6 67.2 68.5 1515 23175
Female 81.6 75.0 70.1 6.5 79.8 82.0 1378 22452

White 87.7 80.3 81.5 78.2 88.5 85.6 1286 27126

Black 71.0 57.8 59.5 54.8 60.1 59.1 1545 17917

No F/R Lunch 87.9 81.2 79.9 78.2 84.8 84.9 1591 28052

Free Lunch 65.8 . 53.5 55.6 52.0 56.2 56.9 1086 14040

71.8 70.6 220 3334

Reduced Lunch  75.3 66.b442 63.5 64.7
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BSAP OBJECTIVES ANALYSIS AND ITEM RESEONSE RESULTS

Objectives Analysis, 1987

Table 7 reports percentages of students at each grade level needing
improvement on each Reading and Mathematics objective and percentages of
students scoring below standard in Writing at grades 6 and 8 needing
improvemént on each Writing objective. Percentages are reported for both
CCSD and SC for the Spring, 1987 test administration.

The percentage of students needing improvement on individual objectives
varies across grade levels such that there are no patterns reflecting general
weaknesses among the grades tested. Table 7, for example, shows that the
percentage of CCSD students needing improvement in Inference ranges from a
lov of 7% at grade 3 to a high of 25% at grade 8. There is a general
indication that greater percentages of students at grades 6 and 8 need
improvement on the objectives. However, this trend can be explained by lower
average scores achieved by middle school students compared with elementary
school students. In reviewing Table 7, the reader should keep in mind that
the BSAP objectives vary in difficulty, i.e., some objectives are by their
nature, more difficult than others.

Skills strengths and weaknesses can be viewed from two perspectives.
First, one may identify "Absolute" strengths and weaknesses by locating the
objective(s) mastered by the highest percentage of students (strength[s]) and
the objactives on which the greatest percentage of students needed
improvement (weakness[es]). Instructional strategies, which focus on skills
veaknesses identified in this manner, may improve student performance on the
entire test and result in higher BSAP scores.

The second approach identifies strengths and weaknesses 'Relative" to
the difficulty of the individual objectives. In this method, difficulty
levels of objectives may be established by the performance of students
statawide. The percentages of statewide students mastering objectives or
‘"needing improvement" become standards to which the performance of CCSD
students can be compared to determine relative strengths or weaknesses.

These two methods of identifying strengths and weaknesses might not bear
the same result; however, each serves a purpose. For example, utilizing CCSD
data from Table 7, Operations appears to be the most problematic objective
for first and second grade students. However, when these data are compared
to SC data, smaller percentages of CCSD pupils need improvement with respect
to Operations than SC pupils. "

Tables 8A-8C 1list skills strengths and weaknesses based on the
performance of CCSD students on each objective ("Absolute") and the
performance of CCSD students as compared to SC students ("Relative").
"Absolute Strengths" identify the one or two objectives which the greatest
percentage of CCSD students mastered. '"Absolute Weaknesses' identify one or
two objectives on which the greatest percentage of CCSD students need
improvement. “Relative" strengths and weakncsses are determined by the
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degree of discrepancy between the percentages of CCSD and SC students meeting
standards on objectives. Only the greatest one or two strengths or
weaknesses are listed for each objective. The degree of strength or weakness
is denoted by asterisks. A single asterisk (*) indicates a difference of 1-2
percentage points; a double asterisk (*%*) indicates a difference of .3-5
percentage points; and a triple asterisk (*3%) indicates a difference of 6 or
more percentage points.

In READING (Table 8A), Decoding and Word Meaning was a “"Relative"
strength at four of the five grade levels tested. "apsolute" strengths
varied across grade levels. Students at grades 2, 3, 6, and 8 showed no
veaknesses relative to the performance of students stacewide, while first
graders shused minor "Relative" weaknesses in four of the six objectives.
Details was the most problematic objective for first and second graders from
the absolute perspective. “Absolute” weaknesses varied across other
objectives for students in grades 3, 6, and 8.

In general, the same strength and weakness patterns were demonstrated by
all students tested and by students scoring below standard. The most
striking exceptions include: a) "below standard" students in grade 3 showed
greater "Absolute" weaknesses in Details and Inference than in Main Idea, as
jdentified for "all students," (b) sixth grade "helow standard" students
showed a "Relative" weakness in Analysis of Literature when compared to
students statewide, and (c) eighth grade 'below standard" pupils displayed
"Relative" weaknesses in Details®, Main Tdea**, Inference**, and Analysis of
Literature**. Students scoring below standard must be remediatei. Many of
them are included in remedial programs (EIA, Chapter I), and this information
may benefit jnstructional planning in those programs.

MATHEMATICS (Table 8B) illustrates possible "apparent" contradictions
presented by these kinds of analyses. Objectives which appear as "Absolute"
weaknesses at some grade levels, also appear as "Relative" strengthis at the
same grade levels. At both first and second grades, for example, Operations
is designated as the “Absolute" weakness and as the "Relative" strength.
Apparent contradictions, however, illustrate how this type of analysis puts
data into perspective.

Operations was a "Relative" strength in both first and second grades,
while Concepts was the "absolute" strength at those grade levels. Goometry
was the strength identified by both techniques at grade 3. At grade 6,
Concepts appeared as a strength when both methods were used. At grade 8,
different objectives were jdentified by the different methods.

Measurement was identified as a "Relative" weakness in three of five
grade levels tested (grades 2, 6, and 8). Operations was designated as the
"pbsolute" weakness at grades 1 and 2. At grade 3, Problem Solving was
jdentified as a weakness by both methods, as was Measurement at grade 6, and
Concepts at grade 8.

Mathematics results were generally the same for below standard students
and all students tested. The most salient change was that Concepts appeared
as both .an "Absolute" and "Relative" strength in first and second grade among
students scoring below standard.
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Objective data for WRITING (Table 8C) are only available for students
who did not moet Vriting standards on the overall test. Writing results
jndicate that Composition and Word Usage were the "Absolute" strength and
weakness, respectivoly, in both grade levels tested, while Sentence Formation
was the "Relative" waakness.

Appendix F includes District Summary Reports for each grade tested
reporting percentages of CCSD students meeting standards and needing
improvement on each objective as well as the Total Test for Reading, Math,
and  Writing. Percentages -are given for All Students, Students Who Met
Standards, and Students Who Did Not Meet Standards. District Summary Reports
also provide summary statistics (mean, median, highest score, lowest score)
for CCSD students. :

Appendix G includes the percentage of students needing improvement on

each objective for each CCSD school, as well as percentages meeting
standards, means, medians and numbers of students tested.

Objectives Analysis, 1985-1987

For instructional planning, analyses of objective performance across
several years is beneficial in distinguishing patterns from yearly
fluctuations. Since the corposition of the BSAP test forms varies from year
to year, analyses of objective performance over time can be misleading. This
shortcoming can be modulated by making a comparison of the "Relative"
weaknesses for several years, since "Relative" weaknesses should not be as
subject to fluctuations in test content as "Absolute" weaknesses. Tables 9A-

9C list "Relative" weaknesses in each subject area tested for the years 1985- i

1987.

READING data indicate that Details and Inference have been weaknesses in
first grade Reading in 1985, 1986, and 1987; but Decoding and Word Meaning is
the only objective not cited as a weakness in first grade Reading during this
period. In all other grade levels tested, CCSD pupils outscored SC pupils on
all Reading objectives.

In MATHEMATICS, patterns were not as visible. Geometry and Measurement
appeared consistently as weaknesses in grade 2; Problem Solving was a clear
weakness in grade 3; and Concepts was an eighth grade weakness in two of the
three testing periods.

WRITING results indicate that Sentence Formation was a weakness for both
grade levels tested in 1985 and 1987. CCSD students displayed no relative
weakness in 1986.

Item Analysis

Ttem data which could be used for further analyses of skills strengths
and weabmesses are given in Appendix H. The Item Response Summaries provide
a description of each item on the BSAP tests, the percentage of students in
the district answering the item correctly, the percentage of students in the
state answering the item correctly, and the difference in state and district

percentages.
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The Item Response Summary reports data for individual items and should
be used cauticusly since a sample of one item does not provide adequate
information fuor generalization to a subskill. Item difficulty is not
constant across items. . i

When reviewing Item Response data, “Relative® and "Absolute" approaches
can also be used. “"Relative" strengths and weaknesses can be identified by
the positive District-State differences (strengths) or negative District-
State differences (weaknesses). 'Relative" comparisons should be tempered by
#absolute" data such as the District or State Percent Correct. For example,
the first item on. the first grade test (1-DW 1 Identify a picture which
represents a grade 1 sight word) might appear to be a weakness since a
negative number appears in the difference column (-.1). However, 98.1% of
the students in CCSD and 98.27 of the students statewide answered that item
correctly. Similarly, Item 4-GE 2, Determine the Congruent Angles Using
Giver Angle Measures, might appear as a strength with a +1.0 District-State
difference on the eighth grade test. However, only 39.5Z of the students in
Charleston and 38.5% of the students in the state answered correctly.
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Table 7

SC BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM
‘Charleston County School District
Percentage of Students Needing Improvement on Each BSAP Skill, 1987

Grade

1 2 3 6 8
Skilln CCSD SC | CCsD SC | CCsD SC | CCSD SC | CCSD SC
READING*
Decoding/ S 10 11 14 6 13 21 25 20 25
Word Meaning
Details 21 19 15 18 7 13 17 21 9 11
Main Idea 15 13 7 9 8 13 10 12 21 23
Reference 10 8 13 14 6 10 9 12 19 26
Usage
Inference 14 12 11 14 7 12 14 17 25 29
Analysis of 19 17 11 13 7 10 22 23 21 24
Literature
MATHEMATTCS®
Concepts 11 10 3 5 16 17 14 16 39 - 56
‘Operations 22 23 21 24 7 10 25 27 18 18
Measurement 12 11 11 9 21 22 30 28 31 27
Geometry 12 10 6 6 | 2 7 | 28 27 | 21 22
Problem 4 12 11 9 9 24 23 21 24 31 32
Solving .
WRITING*=*
Mechanics 53 60 65 65
Woré Usage 75 75 83 86
Sentence 66 60 68 63
Formation
Composition 9 9 6 9

*The percentages for reading and mathematics include studerts who met the stan-
dard but v ose test performance revealed a need for assist.ance on one or more
skills.

*%The percentages for writing include only those students who were below the
standard on the Writing test since they were the only students whose papers
o O  were scored fo ‘’eficiencies. 4 5
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Table 8A

SC Basic Skills Assessment Program
Chiarleston County School District
Analysis of Objective Data for Reading

Strengths Weaknesses
Grade Absolute Relative Absolutz Relative
1 . Decoding/ Decoding/Word Details Details*, Main
Word Meaning Meaning* Idea*, Reference
Usage*, Infer-
ence®*, Analysis
of Literature*#*
2 | Main Idea Decoding/Word Details NONE
Meaning*¥*,
Details*¥*,
Inference®*
3 Decoding/ Decoding/Word Main Idea . NONE
Word Meaning, Meaning®**
Reference
Usage
6 Reference Decoding/Word Decoding/Word NONE
Usage Meaning**, Meaning, Analysis
Details®* of Literature
8 Details Reference Inference NONE
Usage***

% Differences between CCSD and SC of 1-2 percentage points

%% Differences between CCSD and SC o
%%* Differences between CCSD and SC o

f 3-5 percentagz points
f 6 or more percentage points




Table 8B
SC Basic Skills Assessment Program
Charleston County School District
Analysis of Objective Data for Mathematics

Strengths Weaknesses
Grade Absolute Relative Absolute Relative
1 Concepts Operations* Operations Geometry*
2 Concepts Operations** Operations Measurement*
3 Geometry Geometry** Problem Problem
Solving Selving*
6 Concepts Concepts*, Measurement Measurement®
Problem
Soliving*#*
) 8 Operations Geometry%, Concepts Concepts **,
- . . ~__ Problem Measurement®*%
Solving*

% Differendes between CCSD and SC of 1-2 percentage points
%% Differences between CCSD and SC of 3-5 percentage points
%%% Differences between CCSD and SC of 6 or more percentagz points

47

40




Table 8C
SC Basic Skills Assessment Program
Charleston County School District
Analysis of Objective Data for Writing

Strengths Weaknesses
Grade Absolute Relative Absolute Relative
6 Composition Mechanics*** Word Usage Sentence
Formation¥**¥
8 Composition Word Usage*%, Word Usage Sentence
: Composition** Formation¥**

* Differences between CCSD and SC of 1-2' percentage points
%% Differences between CCH) and SC of 3-5 percentage points
%%% Differences between CC.J and SC of 6 or more percentage points
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Table 9A
SC Bagic Skills Assessment Program
Charleston County School District
Relative Weaknesses Among Reading Objectives, 1985-1987

Grade 1985 1986 1987
1 Details*, Main Idea**,| Details**, Inference¥, Details*, Main Idea®,
Reference Usage*, -Analysis of Reference Usage*,
Inference* Literature Inference*, Analysis

of Literature

2 NONE NONE NONE
.3 NONE NONE NONE
6 NONE NONE NONE
8 NONE 'NONE NONE

% Differences betwgen CCSD and SC of 12 percentage points -
*% Differences between CCSD and SC of 3-5 percentage points
%%% Differencec between CCSD and SC of 6 or more percentage points
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, Table 9B
! SC Bagic Skills Assessment Program
Charleston County School District

Relative Weaknesses Amcng Mathematics Objectives, 1985-1987

Grade 1985 1986 1987

1 Measurenerit¥®, Concepts¥, Geometry*
Problem Solving* Operations*

2 Measurement¥, Measurement¥, Measurement®
Geometry¥ Geometry*

3 Problem Solving¥ Problem Solving¥ Problem Solving¥

6 Geometry* NONE Measurement®

8 Concepts¥*, NONE Concepts*¥*,
Problem Solving¥ Measurement¥¥*¥

% Differences between CCSD and SC of
%% Differences batween CCSD and SC of
#%% ;ifferences between CCSD and SC of 6 or more percen

o0
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Table 9C
SC Bagic Skills Assessment Program
Charlston County School District
Relative Weaknesses Among Writing Objectives, 1985-1987

1985 1986 1987
Sentence Formation# NONE Sentence Formation#**
Word Usage*¥, NONE Sentence Formation*#*
Sentence Formation**

% Differences between CCSD and SC of 1-2 percentage points
%% Differences between CCSD and SC of 3-5 percentage points
#k*. Differences between CCSD and SC of 6 or more percentage points
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CONCLUSTONS

Spring, 1987 district BSAP' data indicate that, in general, achievement
levels of students at grades 1, 2, 3, 6, and 8 are higher than the
achievement levels of South Carolina students with the exceptions of first
grade Reading and Mathematics scores and eighth grade Writing scores.

Reading and Mathematics scores have improved for all grade levels tested
during the six yaar period of BSAP implementation. The greatest changes have
occured at the sixth and eighth grades. ccSD performance levels have
improved more than SC performance during this time.

Although Writing scores have improved since 1983, they appeared to take
a downward trend in 1987. CCSD and SC Writing score patterns mirror one
another; however, CCSD score drops were greater than SC drops.

Objective Analysis results suggest that the following skills should be
addressed districtwide: Details and Inference {Reading, grade 1); Ceometry
and Measurement (Mathematics, grade 2); Problem Solving (Mathematics, grade
3); Cfncepts (Mathematics, grade 8); Sentence Formation (Writing, grades 6
and 8).
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CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS
SCORING EACH BSAP SCALE SCORE
READING, 1987

TEST_GRD=1

CUMULATIVE  CUMULATIVE
READ_SS  FREQUENCY PERCENT - FREQUENCY PERCENT

536 1 0.0 1 0.0
552 1 0.0 2 0.0
566 1 0.0 3 0.1
578 3 0.1 6 0.1
589 4 0.1 10 0.2
600 12 0.3 22 0.5
610 18 0.4 40 0.9
619 20 0.5 60 1.4
628 40 0.9 100 2.3
637 55 1.3 1556 3.6
645 59 1.4 214 4.9
653 73 1.7 287 6.6
661 89 2.0 376 8.6
669 96 2.2 472 10.8
677 103 2.4 575 13.2
685 88 2.0 664 15.2
693 110 2.5 774 17.8
701 105 2.4 879 20..2
709 97 2.2 976 22.4
717 110 2.5 1086 24.9
726 112 2.6 1198 27.5
735 114 2.6 1312 30.1
744 144 3.3 1456 33.4
754 129 3.0 1585 36.4
765 165 3.8 1780 40.1
777 160 3.7 1810 43.8
790 183 4.2 2093 48.0
806 210 4.8 2303 52.8
826 308 7.1 2611 59.9
852 385 8.8 2996 68.7
895 540 12.4 3536 81.1
955 824 18.9 4360 100.0
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CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS
SCORING EACE BSAP SCALE SCORE
READING, 1987

TEST_GRD=2

CUMULATIVE  CUMULATIVE
READ_SS FREQUENCY PERCENT  FREQUENCY PERCENT

—-——-—-———-——-————-.————————————-——-———-—-——--————-————--—.-—————

543 1 0.0 1 0.0
555 3 0.1 4 0.1
565 2 0.1 6 0.2
575 4 0.1 10 0.3
584 9 0.3 19 0.5
593 13 0.4 32 0.9
602 18 0.8 50 1.4
610 24 0.7 74 2.1
618 29 0.8 103 2.9
626 25 3.7 128 3.6
634 33 0.9 161 4.5
642 29 0.8 190 5.3
650 38 1.1 228 6.3
658 27 0.8 255 7.1
666 44 1.2 299 8.3
674 54 1.5 353 9.8
683 42 1.2 395 11.0
691 54 1.5 449 12.5
701 54 1.5 503 14.0
710 - 67 1.9 . 570 15.9
721 92 2.6 662 18.4
732 133 3.7 795 22.1
745 173 4.8 968 26.9
759 221 6.2 1189 33.1
77€ 306 8.5 1495 41.6
797 375 10.4 1870 52.0
825 507 14,1 2377 66.2
871 677 18.8 3054 - 85.0
935 539 15.0 3593 100.0
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CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS
SCORING EACH BSAP SCALE SCORE
READING, 1287

TEST_GRD=3

CUMULATIVE  CUMULATIVE
READ_SS FREQUENCY PERCENT  FREQUENCY PERCENT

547 1 0.0 1 0.0
557 1 0.0 2 0.1
576 1 0.0 3 0.1
585 4 0.1 7 0.2
594 3 0.1 10 0.3
- 603 2 0.1 12 0.4
612 3 0.1 15 0.5
620 5 0.2 20 0.6
628 9 0.3 29 0.9
637 17 0.5 46 1.4
646 16 0.5 62 1.8
654 14 0.4 76 2.3
663 17 0.5 93 2.8
672 25 0.8 118 3.6
682 41 1.2 159 4.8
692 50 1.5 209 6.3
702 60 1.8 269 8.2
713 81 2.5 350 10.6
725 1086 3.2 456 13.8
737 165.- 5.0 - - 621 - 18.9
751 241 7.3 862 26.2
767 328 10.0 1190 36.1
785 396 12.0 1586 48.2
807 489 14.8 2075 63.0
837 500 15.2 2575 78.2
884 434 13.2 3009 91.4
951 234 8.6 3293 100.0
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CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS
SCORING EACH BSAP SCALE SCORE

READING, 1987
TEST_GRD=6

. CUMULATIVE

READ_SS FREQUENCY PERCENT  FREQUENCY
450 1 0.0 1
472 1 0.0 2
490 3 0.1 5
507 6 0.2 11
522 4 0.1 15
536 7 0.2 22
549 7 0.2 29
562 8 0.3 37
574 14 0.5 51
585 9 0.3 60
596 12 0.4 72
607 11 0.4 83
618 22 0.8 105
628 19 0.6 124
638 31 1.1 155
649 36 1.2 191
659 52 1.8 243
669 60 2.0 303
680 78 2.7 381
690 92 3.1 473
701 115 3.9 588
712 122 4.2 710
724 143 4.9 853
736 154 6.3 1037
749 173 5.9 1210
763 235 8.0 1445
778 216 7.4 1661
796 253 8.6 1914
816 252 8.6 2166
840 263 9.0 2429
873 223 7.6 2652
927 176 6.0 2828
1002 101 3.4 2929
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CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT

NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS
SCORING EACH BSAP SCALE SCORE
READING, 1987

TEST_GRD=8

CUMULATIVE  CUMULATIVE
READ_SS  FREQUENCY  PERCENT FREQUENCY PERCENT

s

404 1 0.0 1 0.0
460 1 0.0 2 0.1
479 1 0.0 3 0.1
496 2 0.1 5 0.2
511 4 0.1 9 0.3
524 7 0.2 16 0.6
536 12 0.4 28 1.0
547 12 0.4 40 1.4
558 17 0.6 57 2.0
568 13 0.4 70 2.4
578 22 0.8 92 3.2
588 19 0.7 111 3.8
597 23 0.8 134 4.6
606 27 0.9 161 5.5
615 19 0.7 180 6.2
624 30 1.0 210 7.2
633 38 1.3 248 8.5
642 39 1.3 287 9.9
651 46 1.6 333 11.5 °

. ..__.e80 __...83 2.2 396 13.6
670 58 2.0 454 15.6
680 83 2.9 537 18.5
690 82 2.8 619 21.3
700 108 3.7 727 25.0
711 154 5.3 881 30. 3
723 168 5.8 1049 36.1
736 176 6.1 1225 42.2
751 198 6.8 1423 49.0
767 228 7.9 1651 56.9
786 276 9.5 1527 66. 4
810 283 9.7 . 2210 76.1
842 289 10.0 2499 85.1
894 241 8.3 2740 94.4

© 968 163 5.6 2903 100.0
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CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS
SCORING EACH BSAP SCALE SCORE
MATH, 1987

TEST_GRD=1

CUMULATIVE  CUMULATIVE
MATH _SS FREQUENCY PERCENT  FREQUENCY PERCENT

510 2 0.0 2 0.0
522 2 0.0 4 0.1
535 6 0.1 10 0.2
546 7 0.2 17 0.4
558 8 0.2 25 0.6
569 11 0.3 36 0.8
581 18 0.4 52 1.2
592 29 0.7 81 1.9
604 32 0.7 113 2.6
615 37 0.8 150 3.4
628 62 1.4 212 4.9
640 68 1.6 280 6.4
654 85 2.0 365 8.4
668 122 2.8 487 11.2
684 201 4.6 688 15.8
701 275 6.3 963 22.1
722 382 S.8 1345 30.9
746 567 13.0 1912 43.9
779 750 17.2 2662 61.1
833 870 20.0 3532- ---. 81.0
908 826 19.0 4358 100.0
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CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS
SCORING EACH BSAP SCALE SCORE

MATH, 1987
TEST_GRD=2
CUMULATIVE  CUMULATIVE
MATH_SS FREQUENCY PERCENT FREQUENCY PERCENT
4380 1 c.0 1 0.0
542 2 0.1 3 0.1
554 2 0.1 5 0.1
567 3 0.1 8 0.2
580 4 0.1 12 0.3
592 12 0.3 24 0.7
605 6 0.2 30 0.8
619 19 0.5 49 1.4
633 38 1.1 88 2.5
649 59 1.6 - 147 4.1
668 88 2.5 235 6.5
683 152 4.2 387 10.8
703 218 6.1 605 16.8
726 343 9.6 948 26.4
754 447 12.4 1395 38.8
791 603 16.8 1998 55.6
850 826 23.0 2824 78.6
931 767 21.4 3591 100.0




CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS
SCORING EACH BSAP SCALE. SCORE
MATH, 1987

TEST_GRD=3

CUMULATIVE  CUMULATIVE
MATH_SS FREQUENCY PERCENT  FREQUENCY PERCENT

A A AR SAD BAD GAD A Gmy S D MG SAD B A AN BAS o S Suw

445 1 0.0 1 0.0
4€5 1 0.0 2 0.1

551 3 0.1 5 0.2

556 4 0.1 9 0.3

581 8 0.2 17 0.5

596 13 0.4 30 0.9

610 12 0.4 42 1.3

625 26 0.8 68 2.1

640 35 1.1 103 3.1

655 68 2.1 171 5.2

670 88 2.7 259 7.9

686 149 4.5 408 12.4

703 188 5.7 596 18.1

721 198 6.0 794 24.1

740 279 8.5 1073 32.6

762 303 9.2 1376 41.8

787 349 10.6 1725 52.4

817 372 11.3 2097 63.7

857 437 13.3 2534 77.0

- . ..922... . 390 11.8 2924 88.8
: 1012 368 11.2 3292 10G.0
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CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS
SCORING EACH BSAP SCALE SCORE
MATH, 1987
TEST_GRD=6
CUMULATIVE .CUMULATIVE
MATH_SS FREQUENCY PERCENT FREQUENCY  PERCENT
365 1 0.0 1 0.0
428 2 0.1 3 0.1
437 1 0.0 4 0.1
496 6 0.2 10 0.3
520 17 0.4 21 0.7
541 12 0.4 33 1.1
559 16 0.5 49 1.7
576 16 0.5 65 2.2
591 29 1.0 94 3.2
606 42 1.4 136 4.7
621 41 1.4 177 6.1
635 66 2.3 243 8.3
648 83 2.8 326 11.2
661 137 4.7 463 15.8
375 138 4.7 601 20.6
688 144 4.9 745 25.5
702 197 6.7 942 32.2
715 198 6.8 1140 39.0
729. ... .244 __ . 8.3 .__ _...1384.. ....47.3
744 212 7.3 1596 54.6
759 208 7.1 1804 61.7
775 215 7.4 2019 69.1
793 176 6.0 2195 75.1
812 168 5.7 2363 80.8
833 135 4.6 2498 85.5
858 129 4.4 2627 89.9
888 113 3.9 2740 93.7
928 85 2.9 2825 96.6
992 54 1.8 2879 98.5
1082 A4 1.5 2923 100..0




CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS
SCORING EACH BSAP SCALE SCORE
MATH, 1987

TEST_GRD=8

CUMULATIVE  CUMULATIVE
MATH_SS FREQUENCY  PERCENT FREQUENCY PERCENT

472 3 0.1 3 0.1
509 4 0.1 7 0.2
537 21 0.7 28 1.0
560 25 0.9 53 1.8
579 37 1.3 90 3.1
597 53 1.8 143 4.9
613 48 1.7 191 6.6
627 82 2.8 273 9.4
641 92 3.2 365 12.6
654 105 3.6 470 16.2
667 99 3.4 569 19.6
679 158 5.4 727 25.1
691 156 5.4 883 30.4
703 169 5.8 1052 36.3
715 186 6.4 1238 42.7
727 162 5.6 1400 48.3
739 195 6.7 1595 55.0
752 170 5.9 1765 60.8
765 . 177 6.1 1942 66.9
778 194 6.7 2136 73.6
792 154 5.3 2290 78.9
807 130 4.5 2420 83.4
824 120 4.1 2540 87.5
843 125 4.3 2665 91.9
864 81 2.8 2746 94.7
891 60 2.1 2806 96.7
927 56 1.9 2862 98.7
985 29 1.0 2891 9.7
1067 10 0.3 2901 100.0
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CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS
SCORING EACH BSAP SCORE
WRITING, 1987

TEST_GRD=6

CUMULATIVE  CUMULATIVE
WRITE_SS FREQUENCY PERCENT FREQUENCY PERCENT

0 12 0.4 12 0.4
1 16 0.5 28 1.0
1.5 - 23 0.8 51 1.7
- 2 610 20.9 661 22.6
3 1232 42.1 1893 64.8
3.5 364 19.3 2457 84.1
4 466 15.9 2923 100.0




CHARLESTON COUNTY SC™OOL DISTRICT
NUMBER AND PERCENTAG.. OF STUDENTS

SCORING SACH BSAP SCORE
WRITING,

TEST_GRD=8

CUMULATIVE
FREQUENCY

WRITE_SS FREQUENCY  PERCENT

778
1313
2370
2893

sz .

CUMULATIV
PERCENT




APPENDIX B

Percentages of Students Meeting BSAP Standards

in Individual Schools
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S.C, Basic Skills Assessment Program
Charleston County School District

Percentiges of Students Meeting BSAP Standards
in Reading, Mathematics, and Writing Grades 1 - 8

1981~-3987

School Year

Reading

Mathematics

Grade
T 2 3 6 8

Grade
12 3 6 8

Angel Oak 1981
1982
1983
1984
1985
1986
1987

Ashley River 1981
1982
1983

58 52 51
80 65 52
79 72 72
78 88 81
79 92 91
83 84 90
85 88 91

59
74
80
82
83
85
82

90
99

66
46
66
74
69
74
62

67
66
63

78
98
90

68
54
78
91
923
90
90

93
94
99

58
47
47
8l
91
81
74

84
40

64
79
76
66

91
94
99

70
57

90
71

61
68

66
75

59
75

93

58

53
83

73
82

100

73
86
79

85

83
89

88
82




~Reading Mathematics Writing
Year Grade _ Grade Grage
—1 2 3 6 8 12 3 6 8 6 o

. 1981

1982 54 %0 41 38

1983 ] 69 &8 57 35 70 72

1984 74 61 51 41 73 74

1985 74 &0 61 59 73 83

1986 77 82 59 67 78 78

1987 g8s 77 70 60 73 66

1981

1982

1983

1984

1985

1986 | 100 100 100 98 93 98 100 96 98

1987 | 100 100 100 100 100 100 95 S4 100

1981 72 83 78 70 77 60

1982 72 77 83 57 66 71

1983 75 84 92 73 71 83

1984 72 8 91 68 83 89

1985 67 83 92. 73 85 88

1986 64 79 89 68 84 77

1987 71 84 88 72 80 92

1981 56 50 54 60 66 66

1982 62 61 59 61 53 20

1983 51 65 80 64 61 6.

1984 65 72 81 70 79 83

1985 66 68 30 80 68 83

1986 71 71 77 80 79 73

1987 63 65 91 66 75 173

1981 90 80 83 79 80 77

1982 81 73 79 60 65 57

1983 83 74 92 82 64 80

1984 83 83 85 76 80 67

1985 84 89 93 70 89 84

1986 84 90 90 67 89 T7

1987 83 97 90 85 100 83

1981 42 19 25 16

1982 44 33 40 13

1983 44 32 29 11 54 32

1984 48 35 51 21 61 44

1985 62 45 56 28 51 51

1986 68 55 64 40 66 66

1987 76 72 51 67 58 53

68
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Reading Mathematics Writing
School Year _____Grade _ __Grade Grade
1 2 3 6 8 1 2 3 6 8 6 8
Drayton Hall 1981 71 80 63 59
1982 80 71 64 52
1983 85 80 70 54 84 83
1984 88 83 72 73 86 90
1985 88 91 g4 73 88 93
1986 91 94 84 83 91 93
1987 93 90 87 80 88 92
Edwaxds, James B. 1981
1982 88 90 81 84 76 89
1983 86 84 94 83 85 86
1984 86 90 98 83 91 94
1985 85 97 99 g5 95 88 .
1986 91 93 99 92 96 95
1987 88 99 99 87 91 95
Edwards, Jane 1981 3 22 36 19 52 44 20 14
1982 47 55 22 47 53 65 33 24
1983 ‘87 57 55 37 81 79 75 26 37
1984 83 63 89 40 78 37 78 30 40
1985 80 60 83 32 84 75 67 37 58
1936 68 88 94 75 100 24 94 67 100
1987 90 67 100 79 77 48 90 36 71
Ellington 1981 62 58 61 99 86 59
1982 84 53 66 84 69 71
1983 81 60 81 71 74 Y0
1984 78 77 74 89 81 83
1985 84 69 83 8 93 83
1986 78 96 89 85 100 95
1987 71 90 97 85 92 96
Ford, Mary 1981 68 77 55 63 83 65
1982 64 69 75 48 74 65
1983 69 49 85 62 67 85
1984 50 44 60 70 42 68
1985 54 75 61 €8 86 91
1986 66 87 89 67 78 178
1987 83 90 89 74 85 84
Ft. Johnson Middle 1981
1982
1983
1984 81 75 69 68 78 87
1985 83 83 8l 67 76 88
1986 86 87 83 79 90 83
1987 93 83 83 80 8’ 80
WPI9-98MH
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_Reading Mathematics Writing
Year Grade — Grade Grade |
1 2 3 6 8 1 2 3 6 8 6 8
1981 59 54 61 56 65 68
1382 58 59 66 54 56 50
1983 71 61 86 78 60 80
1984 76 W 71 76 82 83
1985 72 76 85 75 80 81
1986 68 78 178 79 83 76
1987 63 80 87 82 94 88
1981 65 73 85 71 92 80
1982 78 66 73 73 74 80
1983 77 83 82 80 76 80
1984 94 82 93 98 96 93
1985 88 82 92 94 92 94
1986 90 94 96 93 100 82
1987 85 93 94 92 95 88
1981 94 61 62 87 75 45
1982 7% 80 71 73 60 57
1983 79 74 84 70 65 66
1984 73 77 87 76 84 80
1985 77 84 81 82 90 70
1986 73 77 73 84 88 68
1987 80 93 91 86 97 74
1981 78 51 57 81 56 57
1982 90 71 64 78 53 72
1983 81 77 76 78 73 61
1984 72 75 83 -74 86 89
_ 1985 58 73 88 75 89 82
1986 70 60 83 §1 75 77
1987 93 86 90 95 96 83
1981
1982 60 54 40 32
1983 57 59 44 40 59 70
1984 61 56 55 47 66 77
1985 67 64 65 53 72 77
1986 82 62 72 52 83 75
1987 82 70 64 56 79 65
1981 80 64 76 56
1982 77 69 68 60
1983 85 67 80 53 84 79
1984 85 70 80 66 89 86
1985 93 86 84 79 90 92
1986 90 88 87 74 88 89
1987 89 86 83 75 86 82
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i Reading Mathematics Writing
School Year Grade Grade i Grade
1 2 3 8 1 2 3 6 6 8
Mt. Pleasant 1981 71 71 70 79 74 83
1982 9¢ 88 83 73 65 92
1983 81 65 93 83 69 94
1984 82 80 80 88 85 90
1985 85 94 95 88 94 100
1986 76 92 100 g1 81 91
1987 83 98 95 81 96 95
Murray LaSaine 1981 68 49 64 68 70 47
1982 65 71 56 72 57 48
1983 67 68 76 70 69 69
1984 68 60 83 80 77 78
1985 85 70 93 92 80 88
1986 85 70 89 91 86 86
1987 82 91 92 85 94 92
North Charleston 1981 62 80 60 66 80 49
Elementary 1982 76 89 73 60 87 69
1983 82 86 74 65 86 65
1984 84 79 86 81 bo 84
1985 64 87 86 77 92 74
1986 84 81 93 8, 85 78
1987 87 92 96 87 90 76
Oakland 1981 80 67 8l 71 76 74
1982 75 75 T7 77 713 76
1983 73 76 90 72 80 88
1984 86 84 89 80 88 88
1985 80 89 95 75 88 85
1986 76 89 94 88 94 91
1987 83 81 96 80 95 94
Crenge Grove 1981 83 82 92 77 82 79
1982 81 87 91 76 84 86
1983 84 89 92 81 89 85
1984 92 90 95 93 94 96
1985 88 93 96 88 92 89
1986 83 89 96 97 92 94
1987 93 98 97 90 99 90
Park Circle 1981 59 56 66 49 62 65
1982 80 75 71 73 65 55
1983 70 62 88 75 65 70
1984 78 77 86 84 70 39
1985 76 70 97 g4 81 83
1986 82 84 96 87 90 86
1987 92 87 97 92 87 93
WPI9-98MH
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St. James~Santee




71

— Reading Mathematics Writing |
School Year | ~Grade Grade | Grade |
—41 2 3 6 8 | 1T 2 3 6 8 6_ 8
Sullivan's Island 1981 98 89 92 83 88 8l
1982 98 85 84 93 81 82
1983 91 95 100 97 100 94
1984 | 100 98 100 98 96 100
1985 98 98 100 96 98 96
1986 | 100 98 100 95 96 92
1987 97 $8 98 95 95 92
Toole 1981
) 1982 49 43 37 20
1983 44 57 32 27 51 €1
1984 66 52 53 45 67 57
1985 63 68 56 45 67 67
1986 66 73 49 57 59 66
1987 77 76 66 66 69 65
whitesides 1981 90 84 93 88 87 8%
1982 94 79 83 89 76 86
1983 85 95 95 77 93 88
1984 86 83 97 84 93 92
1985 87 86 96 86 94 93
1986 89 94 94 86 85 92
1987 92 91 98 83 92 94
Williams, C.E. 1981 66 64 53 52
1982 74 64 58 31
1983 77 66 58 38 73 78
1984 80 68 67 57 79 79
1985 71 7€ 66 54 75 82
1986 g1 84 70 66 89 78
1987 85 82 74 69 84 75
WPI9-98MH
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CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT

Mobility Indices, Percent Free Lunch,
and Percent Handicapped Students Tested

Elementary Schools

School Mobility Index % Free Lunch % Handicapped
Angel Oak 15.9 56.2 9.5
Ashley River 7.9 9.9 8.2
Berry 36.1 73.8 16.8
Blaney 23.4 73.1 5.6
Buist 8.6 8.3 0.8
Burns 30.9 58.0 12.0
Chicora 22.6 86.6 9.0
Corcoran 23.5 27.9 12.4
Edwards, James B. 25.2 17.0 11.4
Bdwards, Jane 17.0 87.3 25.4
Ellington 16.3 69.2 13.0
Ford, Mary 18.3 81.1 15.4
Fraser 16.5 89.1 9.9
Frierson 10.9 79.2 11.7
Goodwin 32.8 20.0 9.2
Harbor View 18.1 19.5 15.0
Hughes, Minnie 8.5 87.8 13.0
Hunley Park . - .. 39.6 28.0 . 16.0
Ladson 29.8 35.1 10.7
Lambs 19.9 12.6 13.0
McNair, Ronald 21.§8 97.1 13.4
Memminger 14.4 72.4 14,2
Midlard Park 29.1 35.0 13.0
Miteliell 17.1 89.0 15.0
Mcure, Jennie 17.7 41.4 i2.0
Mt. Pleasant Academy 17.9 17.0 14.0
Murray LaSaine 23.9 32.1 i2.8
North Charleston 29.0 47.1 5.7
Oakland 19.4 29.1 11.5
Orange Grove 25.1 22.1 12.3
Park Circle 30.3 52.3 15.0
Pepperhill 25.2 29.0 9.7
Remount Road 38.0 70.0 11.0
Sanders-Clyde 13.2 100.0 13.5
Springfield 16.4 17.2 12.3
St. Andrews 22.8 41.4 14.3
St. James/S: tee §.2 76.9 13.0
Simons, James 8.3 70.0 11.1
Stiles Point 15.8 31.1 11.1
Stono Park 19.2 37.0 10.1
Sullivan's Island 12.3 2.8 15.0
Whitesides 15.7 20.4 23.4
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CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT

Mobility Indices, Percent Free Lunch
and Percent Handicapped Students Tested
Middle Schools
School Mobility Index 7% Free Lunch % Handicapped
Birney, Alice 25.6 25.5 10.3
Brentwood 25.4 37.3 10.1
Courtenay 8.7 70.4 5.6
Drayton Hall 17.3 12.0 7.8
Fort Johnson 9.9 26.3 16.3
Haut Gap 11.5 52.3 14.0
James Island 13.5 16.1 8.2
Laing 18.1 25.0 5.1
Morningside 32.5 45.8 16.3
Moultrie 15.0 16.8 21.0
Rivers 12.3 81.1 12.3
Schroder 29.1 71.0 9.3
Toole 28.5 59.0 4.2
Williams, C.E. 16.3 28.0 10.1
79
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1986 Readiness Scores and BSAP Scores for First Graders
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S.C. BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM
Charleston County School District

Percentages Scoring Ready on the CSAB and Meeting BSAP Standards
Among 1986-87 First Graders in Each School Taking Both CSAB and BSAP

Spring 1987 BSAP

Number of Fall 1986 CSAB % Meeting Standard
School Students 7 Ready Reading | Mathematics
Angel Oak 154 75% 867 837%
Ashley River 75 917 997 997%
Berry 70 737 697 637%
Blaney 55 58% 807 917
Buist 40 1007% 1007 987
Burns 157 62% 717 717
Chicora 162 567% 647 652
Corcoran 106 777% 827 877
Edwards, James 158 827 87% 877%
Edwards, Jane 26 38% 88% 73%
Ellington 60 727% 70% 85%
Ford, Mary 57 637 . 847 747
Fraser 108 74% 817 817
Friersan 47 6872 707 797
Goodwin 157 75% £27% 897%
Harbor View 110 847 84Z% 837%
Hughes, Minnie 58 50% 697 747
Hunley Park 80 75% 967% 907%
Ladson 92 747 78% 877
Lambs 103 847 977 98%
McNair, Ronald 61 S4z% 757 707
Memminger 96 71% 617 827%
Midland Park 90 707 847 927%
Mitchell 118 73% 79% 867
Moore, Jennie 111 827% 947 957%
Mt. Pleasant Academy 66 717 857% 837%
Murray LaSaine 110 707 827 847,
North Charleston 61 797 897 897
Oakland 106 78% 847, 807%
Orange Grove 122 857 937 897
Park Circle 69 807 ' 937 937
Pepperhill 132 79% 787 787
Remount Road 83 637% 707% 847
Sanders-Clyde 101 727 79% 827
Simons, James 153 677 887 867
Springfield 137 917 957% 947
St. Andrew's 99 787 17% 867
St. James~Santee 101 637 727 867
Stiles Point 111 807 867 89%
Stono Park 91 697 807 827
Sullivan's Island 62 947 977 957%
Whitesides 88 787 927% 837
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- SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM

DISTRICT DEMOGRAPHIC REPORT
DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON . GRADE 1
TEST DATE:  “iAY 87

MATHEMATICS . READING '

TOTAL % TOTAL % .
NEEDING IMPROVEMENT NEEDING IMPROVEMENT : -
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DISTRICT:

17 CHARLESTON

SOUTH CARGLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM

DISTRICT DEMOGRAPHIC REPORT

DISTRICT COPY 1

MATHEMATICS

READING

NEEDING IMPROVEMENT

TOTAL %
NEEDING IMPROVEMENT

DW | DE | Ml

FEMALE D3
l_JNKNO‘NN e

" ETHNICITY.
WHITE:

HISPANICS: :
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UNKNOWN

TOTAL FIR LUNC
DNKHOWN? #5
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HANDICAPRED.
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© o ot

s

e
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Wm0
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¥we
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S
W o -
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WD W

<l
w

REPEATER ....... )
‘REPEATER": 209} 7 801
NON-REPEATER | 14.91. 7,

LINKNOWN. 5555

ALL STUDENTS

D

GRADE 2
TEST DATE:  HAY 87

st




SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM

DISTRICT DEMOGPAPHIC REPORT DISTRICT CopY 1
DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON. . GRADE 3

L = MATHEMATICS - READING.

TOTAL% TOTAL %
NEEDING IMPROVEMENT NEEDING IMPROVEMENT

{NUMBRER

o
-l

o m:
e O W PO

ST
s HE

s
B
wioe

-

0 &'~

LUNCH PROGRAM | .
NOFIRTUNCH: SR
FREELUNCH _
. REDUCED (UNCH &
JOTAL F/R LUNCH | 1733
-HANDICAPPED
. HANDICARRED S
NOT HAWDICAP
UNKNOWN

CIETEDSTALENTED |7
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- NOTGIEUTALENTED |
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‘sl)ISTR‘ICTe 17 CHARLESTON

SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM

DISTRICT DEMOGRAFHIC REPORT

DISTRICT COPY 1

GRADE 6
TEST DATE: MAY 87

MATHEMATICS

READING

WRITING B

TOTAL % TOTAL % TOTAL %
NEEDING IMPROVEMENT NEEDING IMPROVEMENT NEEDING IMPROVEMENT
1] ' -
ME | GE DW]DE [ Ml | RE | IN HN | MC | WU | SF | CP
zoa 21-,54_0.3 11.8] 17.3 ,0:1
-z1,0} 138} 29.0] 6.5} 10.7 “0.0}"
50.0{100.0} £0.0] £0.0] 0.0 0.0}
- 10.3) 22.5] “61] “6.81 8.6 9.0
28.6| 19.7y 12.2| 11,1} 18.0 0.1
A O -2%.7] 26,1 17,4} 33.0] 21,7 0.0
ASIANAMERICAN 16.0l 16.0f 16.0] 8.0} 16.0 0.0
AMERICAN INDIAN:# .0}.50.8] - 0.0} 0.0} ¥0.0} 50.0 . 0.0
P T .9.01100,01300.9} 0.0} 0.0 2.0
LUNCH PROGRAM R DR e
NOEIR LUNCH 355 32:5] 12.7] “5.4}. 6.2]:9.6 1040} 706)TT
FREELUNCH | 19 31,7| 22.1} 15.2} 12.9 _zo.z_ 0.2 17.8) 28.6]
REDUCED LUNCH % |- 19.0] 15.0}. 8.4} ©9,3] 12.9¢ - 0.0} 10,6} 15.5
TOTAL F/R LUNCH 29.71 20.9° 1%.1] 12.4] )18.9]. 0.1 .7] 26.5
TINKNOWN - - ioids - 25,00 50.01400,0} 25,0 50,01 50,0} 75,0 25.0) 25,0 - 0,0} 40,0} 40,0
‘HANDICAPPE ) . _ ] T R
HANDICAPPED.: ~50.7 49.7] 27.8]1:3%:4] 42.4 “0,7] 60k ] 44,0]°39:7 [AL53
" NOT HANDICAP 17.5} 13.1} 7.6 6.5} 11.1 0.0} 8.9{14.0| 12.2} 1.0
UNKNOQWN: : : :..so.o 40.0} 80.0{ 10.0! 10.9 : 6.0] 40.0{ 30,0} 30.0}:00
GIFTED&TALENTER |3 | oo ] s oas o G s SRR IR [ T : PN B
GIFTED&TALENTED 0,4 1.7} 1.3} 1.3| 0.9 0.0
NOT.GIFT/TALENTEQ |- 22,7 18.0} 10,4} " 9.9] 15.3 0.1]
UNKNOWN .. 1 . 25,0} 37.5| 37,5§ 25.0} 25.0 0.0
REPEATER _ : ] B ) ]
REREATER . o dier| & 24.3] 21.3] 213.0] 11.6] 22,1 -0.0] 157
HON- REP=ATER 20.3| 16.1] 8.8] 8.8] 13.4 9.0 8
LINKHOWN: 34,01 27,7].17,0].19.1} 12,8 C 21l 4.3} 12.8] 10,620
ALL STUDENTS 25.2] 30.3} 28.1 20.91 16.8} S5.77 9.2] 14.1 12.1} 16.%] 15.0 2.0

NOTE: AREAS NEEDING IMPROVEMENT IN WRITING ARE ONLY INDICATED FOR STUDENTS WHO DO NOT MEET THE STANDARD.
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SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM

DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON

DISTRICT DEMOGRAPHIC REPORT

DISTRICT COPY 1

GRADE 8
TEST DATE: MAY 87
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NOTE: AREAS NEEDING iAPROVEMENT N WRITING ARE ONLY INDICATED FOR STUDENTS Wi{O DID NOT MEET THE STANDARD.
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SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSES SMENT PROGRAM

DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT

DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON

COPY 1

GRADE 1

TEST DATE: MAY 87

TOTAL TOTAL STUDENTS STUDENTS WHO MET STANDARD BID SO TS A D ARD
SKiLL AREA TESTED }  apequare | mﬁ%\’/‘xmt ADEQUATE | .Mp'éf:i%'ﬂ?m ADEQUATE | mngfloslsgm
NUMBER % NUMBER }NU’:BE{: % - ?:l::‘BiRﬁ m' - NUMBER 4 % ; NUMBER
AT EMATICS Mo 778 _Lowesta 510 3670 | sa.2| ess |15.8 [l gﬂ‘;’ﬂ N‘ ;"3 g?ﬁ‘%&:ﬁ 15“"33':’ ﬁ;&x }I@;’*& 4&‘?{
STANDARD= 700, SCORE RANGE=  222-908 s g %mmﬁl RasRr e mm‘%&
OBJECTIVES: CONCEPTS DE5TE] 3902 | 89.5| v |10.5 § 3481 |94.9) 189 | 5.1 ) 421 | 61.2 267 | 38.3
OPERATIONS ;‘;'%v, 3397 | 77.9] 961 | 22.1 | 3247 | 88.5| 423 | 11.5 ] 150 | 21.3] 538 | 73.2
MEASUREMENT 3841 | 88.1| 517 |11.9 | 36480 | 94.8| 190 | 5.2 ] 361 | 52.5| 327 | 47.5
GEOMETRY 3856 | 88.4| 504 | 11.6 ] 3426 | 93.4 37.8
PROBLEM SOLVING 3836 | 88.0| 526 | 12,0 | 3496 | 95.3 ) 50 9
READING MEAN~ 807  HGHEST= 955 fi"“"’"f' AR £l m‘?‘f 2.
MEDIAN= 853 LOWEST= 536 3586 | 82.2| 774 |17.8 Ny A b 7&
STANDARD= 700; SCORE RANGE=  355-955 5” gr.g R X PRIy uw ,
OBJECTIVES: DECODING & WORD MEANING 3528 | 91.5| 372 8.5 § 3484 | 97.2 34.9 )
DETAILS 3656 | 73.2| 906 | 20.8 ] 3197 | 89.2 66.8
MAIN IDEA 3727 | 85.5| 633 | 14.5 | 3473 | 96.8 67.2
_ REFERENCE USAGE 3936 | 90.3| 424 | 9.7 § 3526 |98.3| 62 | 1.7 | 412 | 53.2] 362 | ¢6.8
INFERENCE 3745 | 85.9| 615 | 14.1 | 3663 | 96.6 | 123 | 3.4 | 282 | 36.4| 492 | 63.6
ANALYSIS OF LITERATURE 3547 | 81.4| 813 | 18.6 ] 333¢ | 93.0{ 252 | 7.0 | =213 | 27.5| s61 | 72.5
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SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM COPY 1
DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT GRADE 2

. DISTRICT: 17 (‘:HARLESTGN " TEST DATE: MAY 87

TOTAL TOTAL STUDENTS STUDENTS WHO MET STANDARD DiD 32%22 g;‘l.iﬂ?iDARD N
SKILL AREA TESTED §  apequate 1 mr;%%?/lggem ADEQUATE .up’éﬁ@?ﬂ?m ADEQUATE | mngsloslagm
NUMBER % NUMBER % NUMBER % NUMBER % NUMBER % NUMBER %
MATHEMATICS Mean= 804  HIGHEST= 931 SIS D N ,| TR IS A B
MEDIAN= 8§04 LOWEST= 490 3206 | 89.21 387 |j10.8 - .t . ik A T AN R BRI
STANDARD= 700; SCORE RANGE= 188-931 S R PR N PR I M
OBJECTIVES: CONCEPTS 97.3 98 2.7 99.0 32 1.0 I 321 82.9 66
OPERATIONS 78.6 167 21.4% 85.5 466 ]:4.5 | 86 22.2 301
MEASUREMENT 89.3 385 10.7 93.6 2049 6.5 F 206 53.2 181
GEOMETRY 93.6 231 6.4 96.7 105 3.3 261 67.4 126
PROBLEM SOLVING 91.4 308 8.6 96.0 129 4.0 208 53.7 179
READING MEAN= 803 HIGHEST= 935 creou el ST IR RN RN RN
MEDIAN= 806 LOWEST= 543 87.51 449 |12.5 Lusionl Lo e el e TS
STANDARD= 700; SCORE RAHGE= 296-935 LA VR Pt R SrANTES RS . K
OBJECTIVES: DECODING 8 WORD MEANING 89.5| 376 | 10.5 96.5| 172 | 5.5] 245 | 54.6] 204
DETAILS 84.7 551 15.3 93.8 195 6.2 | 93 20.7 356
MAIN IDEA 92.7 264 7.3 97.4 81 2.6 266 59.2 183
REFERENCE USAGE 86.9 470 13.1 94.5 17:. 5.5 151 33.6 298
INFERENCE 88.6 410 11.4 97.5 79 2.5y 1i8 26.3 331
ANALYSIS OF LITERATURE 88.6 411 11.4 96.6 107 3.4 l 145 32.3 304
G7

39

o]
~3

Q
E MC ) vesulls Indicate adequata objective performance in relation to the total Statewlds Standard. Additional improvement may stiil be needed In these objectives.

IToxt Provided by ERI
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SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM

DISTR.CT: 17 CHARLESTON

DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT

COPY 1
GRADE 3
TEST DATE: MAY 87

STUDENTS WHO
TOTAL TOTAL STUDENTS STUDENTS WHO MET STANDARD DID NOT MEET STANDARD
NEEDING NEEDING NEEDING
SKILL AREA TESTED §  apequate {MPROVEMENT ADEQUATE 1 IMPROVEMENT ADEQUATE 1 IMPROVEMENT
NUMBER % NUMBER % NUMBER % NUMBER % NUMBER % NUMBER
MATHEMATICS MEan= 810  HIGHEST= 1012 AR et :
MEDIAN= 796 LOWEST= G645 3290 2882 87.6 408 12.4
STANDARD= 700; SCORE RANGE= 155-1012
NBJECTIVES: CONCEPTS }l% x:* 2765 | 86.0} 525 | 16.0
OPERATIONS ;%55;;; 3064 | 93.1| 226 | 6.9
MEASUREMENT 2603 79.1 687 29.9
GEOMETRY 3212 97.6 78 2.4
PROBLEM SOLVING 26487 75.6 803 26 .4
READING MEAN= 806G HIGHEST= 951
MEDIAN= 799 LOWEST= 547 3082 93.6 209 6.4
STANDARD= 700, SCORE RANGE= 318-951
"OBJECTIVES: DECODING & WORD MEANING 3081 | 93.6] 210 6.4
DETAILS 3046 92.6 245 7.4
MAIN IDEA 30i7 91.7 274 8.3
REFERENCE USAGE 3092 | 94.0| 199 6.0
INFERENCE 3059 93.0 232 7.0
ANALYSIS OF LITERATURE 3078 93.5 213 6.5
G3 69
[44]
[4+]
\‘l

.results Indlcate adequate objectiva performance I rela. n to the total Statewlde Standard. Additional Improvemant may still bs needed In these objectives.




SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM COPY 1
DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT GRADE 6
DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON TEST DATE: MAY 87
TOTAL TOTAL STUDENTS STUDENTS WHO MET STANDARD DD T O DARD
SKILL AREA TESTED §  apequate i w';%%?/lggsm ADEQUATE IMP';ES?E'SSNT ADEQUATE | mp'éﬁi"s'ﬁim
NUMBER % NUMBER % NUMBER % NUMBER % NUMBER % NUMBER %
MATHEMATICS Mean= 753  HIGHEST= 1082 I PR IR IR (T B
MEDIAN= 742 LowesT= 365 2177 | 74.5{ 745 | 25.5 Bt ot PR SR ‘ el
STANDARD= 700; SCORE RANGE= 277-1082 ? ] >
OBJECTIVES: CONCEPTS 2507 85.8 415 14.2 | 2044 | 93.9 133 6.1 463 62.1 282
OPERATIONS 2186 74.8 736 25.2 I 1900 87.3 277 12.7J 286 38.4 459
MEASUREMENT 2037 69.7{ 885 30.3 I 1804 82.9 373 17.1 | 233 31.3 512
GEOMETRY 2102 71.9 820 28.1 | 1830 84.1 347 15i|7272 36.5 473
PROBLEM SOLVING 2318 79.3 604 20.7 | 2027 93.1 150 6.9 291 3%.1 454
READING MEAN= 777  HIGHEST= 1002 | KRN R " '-s‘:é“'i S 1 g il
MEDIAN= 772 LcwesT= 450 2455 83.8 473 16.2 . A R DR RN R
STANDARD= 700; SCORE RANGE= 257-1002 . %, 4B ; A EPEREES L A TENER
OBJECTIVES: DECODING & WORD MEANING 2316 79.1 612 20.9 | 2138 87.1 317 12i|ﬁ 178 37.6 295 .
DETAILS 2437 83.2 491 16.8 I 2262 92.1 193 7.9 175 37.0 298 .
MAIN IDEA 2643 90.3 285 9.7 l 2373 96.7 82 3.3 27¢ 57.1 203 2.9
REFERENCE USAGE 2658 90.8 270 9.2 l 2377 96.8 78 3.2 281 59.4 192 40.6
INFERENCE 2514 85.9 414 14:1 I 2322 94.6 133 5.4 192 40.6 281 5%.4%
ANALYSIS OF LITERATURE 2275 77 .7 653 22.3 | 2139 87.1 316 12.9 ‘ 136 28.8 337 71.2
WRITING MEAN= 3.0 HIGHEST= 4.0 N AR B B e
STANDARD = 3 “fé’é?'é’;,xﬁée"-_- ;.f)rmsu 0.0 2261 | 77.4| 661 | 22.6 ‘. -t ‘“z
OBJECTIVES* HANDWRITING . ) : _ I - I 659 | 99.7 2 0.3
MECHANICS B KRR REEEEE N l 5 } " | 308 | 46.61 353 | 53.4
WORD USAGE _ . I " I 168 | 25.4] 493 | 74.6
SENTENCE FORMATION h / K .;‘,'I N ‘ R 224 | 33.9] 437 | 66.1
COMPOSITICN e S B R R T l L | .} e0alor.al_ s7] 8.

Q NOTE: AREAS NEEDING IMPROVEMENT IN WRITING ARE ONLY INDICATED FOR STUDENTS WHO DID NOT MEET THE STANDARD.
E MCQ results Indicate adequate objective performance In refation to the total Statewlde Standard, Additional improvement may stiil be needed in these objectives.

e 100 101
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SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM CoPY 1
DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT GRADE 8
i TEST DATE: MAY 87

¥

DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON

STUDENTS WHO |

TOTAL TOTAL STUDENTS STUDENTS WHO MET STANDARD D!D NOT MEET-STANDARD _ 4 ‘
! NEEDING NEEDING NEEDING
SK'LL AREA TESTED ADEQUATE * |MPROVEMENT ADEQUATE * IMPROVEMENT ADEQUATE* IMPROVEMENT
NUMBER % NUMBER NUMBER % NUMBER % NUMBER %

MATHEMATICS MeaN= 739  HIGHEST= 1067

MEDIAN= 736 LOWEST= 4§72 2901 ] 2018 | 69.6] 8383 | 30.4
STANDARD= 70¢  SCORE RANGE=  329-1067

.%%
2RI

T T RSN IERN 3 % U, ek 13150
*3%# | bes i'fﬁi}z‘?% % aw Tk 5&?* &r“*" ’*é@%;*
, x k ; 7-»‘-3'—-".%“\*’? m‘é ia,‘,“t Y B P (BB Pt i
_‘ t 4 » ] PR e ﬁ‘;}. g :u Y heal: '5[ 3{:3 “"5)
.ws‘ .,v S| B S é}iz&?j‘ »,ab“w v Rl bt

OBJECTIVES: CONCEPTS Feiad 1786 | 61.5] 1117 | 38.5 | 1575 28.0| 443 | 22.0 ] 209 | 23.7] 674 | 76.3
OPERATIONS Wl 2374 | s1.8| s27 [18.2 J 1957 | 97.0] 61 | 3.0 417 | 47.2] 466 | 52.8
MEASUREMENT B8l 1096 | 6.8 905 | 31.2 | 1700 | 86.2| 318 | 15.8 ] 296 | 33.5| 587 | 66.5
GEOMETRY - PR 2279 | 78.6) 622 | 21.4 | 1867 | 92.5] 1: 612 | 46.7| a1 | 53.3|
PROBLEM SOLVING mestil 2012 | 69.4| 889 | 30.6 | 1719 | 85.2| 299 | 14.3 33.2| s90 | ec.s

READING MEAN= 764  HIGHEST= 968 ;W;;;;g RS ;ﬁlﬁ“"} et "ffier":e TT

STANDARD= 700; 5533‘2‘313(1;5%57-923{' 2903 ) 2284 | 78.7 619 | 21.3 3"’:: ’éj“ixe < é:ii&’if‘ }’}}f}‘? i«‘?:f’ df}:’;&f v * 2

OBJECTIVES: DECODING & WORD MEANING “ ; 2336 | 80.5] 567 |19.5 § 2090 | 91.5| 194 8.5
DETAILS #50 2636 | 90.8] 267 | 9.2 | 225¢ |98.7] 30 | 1.3
MAIN IDEA WAl 2200 | 78.9] 613 | 21.1 | 2066 | 90.5] 218 | 9.5
REFERENCE USAGE P 2345 | 80.8] 558 |19.2 § 2008 | 91.9| 186 | 8.1
INFERENCE G 2167 | 76.6| 736 | 25.6 | 2054 | 89.9| 230 | 10.1
ANALYSIS OF LITERATURE ’?, 2293 79.0 610 21.0

WRITING MEAN= 3.0 HIGHEST= 4,0 -

MEDIAN= 3,0 LowesT= 0.0 2115 | 73.1| 778 | 26.9 gL
STANDARD = 3, SCORE RANGE= 0- 4 . ::';. %t 2
OBJECTIVES: HANDWRITING 5‘%.'":”‘5% 'f’i";&« ’!?M i{i" {5%‘ ) 'Eﬁ”? | ,:‘2‘;3“;., S ‘7?:' 2

b o
“ A »”. R IR s e "”' WY t'li 5
o ! :

MECHANICS ERRE ““z;-é pran L i A
,wm?, 4 ey ?’w iR 1"%’ G PR IR o
() WORDUSAGE i 5',«‘?;‘;? ﬁ% L ’f"’ﬂ o R GRS ff
L~ ™ T T e o T A ERTE BT BERAS Q-&“ =
AMEEITEY, L-'”;‘x 742 I‘g T IS f( PO B0 B B e it RS RTS ISl
SENTENCE FORMATION 3 (‘};4.1} i) 'u&%’}a f«’w SN i R AN »é«‘ﬁ»’.ﬁ? 1
- g,r'«" ; gé;zh ,, a,, ";‘g‘&" ,3«‘ ,,;ﬁ.{gtm}g ;‘f;} 5 T
[ COMPOSITION A Bt fr ki)

NOTE: AREAS NEEDING IMPROVEMENT IN WRITING ARE ONLY INDICATED FOR STUDt.‘!Ts WHO DID NOT MEET THE STANDARD
_ '—These results Indicate adequate.oblective performance In relation to the tolal.Statewide Standard. . Additional.improvement may.stili.be needed In.these objectives.
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DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON

SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SK:ILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL

MATHEMATICS

READING

) PERCENT NEEDING 2 |eo PERCENT NEEDING
zo | &% _IMPROVEMENT Z o | GE PROVEMENT
zizi} 18§ 0aB168 ©
£agliz 2 | E SRE|BEZol w2 " o
ciBlExsl e | 208 | E |3 [3UBIEEBISE | 0 | 5 | By| 8 |02
= A = =
%y Ewg & = & E o> maﬂ :06 E; < g | wd e QE
SE5|8E | 2 5132|3193 [233182°18a| B | 2 |E8| & |28
s a =
2= 35 815 218 {=° §;§ gE gé 3| z |25
NAME z3 3 z3
602 161 | 132 161 | 136
ANGEL OAK EL 754 | 82.0] 19.3] 11.7| 10.6] 17.4] 16.8] 79¢ | 84.5] 10.4| 14.9] 12.4] 11.2| 9.3] 20.5
745 799
0%8 77| 76 7| 7
ASHLEY RIVER ELEM 836 | 98.7] 2.6| 10.4| 1.3] 2.6] 0.0} 881 | 98.7] 1.3 5.2| 3.9] 0.0] 2.6} 3.9
847 899
086 81 50 81 54| -
BERRY J HOHARD EL 741 | 61.7] 16.0| 42.0] 21.0] 17.3| 24.7] 770 | 66.7] 17.3] 25.9] 30.9| 25.9 21.0| 28.4
739 267
004 59 | B3 sy | 47
BUANEY ELEM 809 | 89.8] 5,1| 11.9| 6.8} ¢.8| 11.9] 829 | 79.7] 11.9] 18.¢} 6.8| 8.5] 15.3] 10.2
817 830
099 a0 | 40 % | 40
BUIST ACADEMY 838 {100.0] o.0} 7.5| 2.5| o0.0| 2.5] 895 |100.0{ 0.0] 2.5{ o0.0f{ 0.0} o0.0] 0.0
846 925
089 164 | 118 166 | 117
DURNS EDMUND A ELEM 745 | 72.0| 19.5] 35.4| 19.5}| 18.3] 17.7] 762 | 71.3] 34.0| 31.1] 25.6] 18.9] 26.2| 29.9
737 749
0% 168 | 110 169 | 107
CHICORA ELEM 721 | 65.5| 20.87 36.3] 16.7| 23.2] 23.2] 730 | ¢3.3] 18.3| 38.5| 26.6] 25.4| 24.3| 34.9
21 | 722
021 121 | 103 B 121 | 100
CORCORAN A C ECEM 765 | 85.1} 17.4] 15.7| 13.2] 14.0| 14.0] 788 | 82.6] 5.0 24.0] 17.4| 10.7| 14.9| 19.8
763 781
82 167 | 145 168 | 147
RDS JAHES B ELEM 783 | 86.8] 12.0| 24.6] 7.8] s5.4] 10.2] 842 | 87.6] 1.2| 13.7| 11.3} 11.3] 9.5} 131
787 860 )

08T

©

copy 1
GRADE 1

TEST DATE:

TOTAL TESTED:

1038

HAY 87
4361

“A




SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM o

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL GRADE 1
DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON TFST DATE:  MAY 87
TOTAL TESTEO: 4361

: e PERCENT NEEDING 2 lee PERCENT NEEDING

) zn|GE IMPROVEMENTY z | & E MPROVEMENT
Zigw |0 & 0a16s )
AP A o |y |52
2281838l o | £ |8 | & |ge I3EBIEERlOZ| o | § | By) 2 |u2

Q. - —— -
2%ylenll Y el L |gs %Sy ro5l58 | 2 2 5% o gz'&
zzd|sz0| © -] =} 2 loz jgzdluz”t G z w &
SE5loE |5 | |3 | 8 (%0 |EE5|g (SR G ¥ || |5
NAME 23 °1s F2T12% |93 <

023 30 | 23 30| 27

FDHARDS JANE EL 757 | 76.7| 36.7| 16.7] 26.7] 3.3} 23.3] 767 | 90.0] 10.0| 23.3 20.0} 0.0} 20.0} 23.3
755 740

024 66 | 56 66 | 47

ELLINGTON EL 763 | e4.8] 13.6] 16.7] 13.6] 21.2] 13.6] 772 | T1.2| 18.2] 25.8] 24.2] 6.1] 30.6} 31.8
752 774

025 58 | 43 58 | 48

FORD MARY EL o1 | 76.11 15.5| 27.6} 19.0] 15.5| 15.5] 779 | 82.8} 12.1] 27.6| 10.3] 10.3} 17.2} 24.1
747 754

019 n3 { 9 mm | 9N

FRASER ELEM 773 | 8n.5| 11.5| 16.8| 8.8] 20.4| 18.6] 796 | 80.5] 13.3] 23.0] 15.9 8.8{ 15.9 25.7
774 779

028 49 | 39 49| 33

FRIERSON EDITH L 722 | 79.6! 8.2| 38.8] 20.4| 8.2 18.4| 782 | 67.3] 8.2| 22.4} 32.7| 18.4} 18.4] 26.5
755 801

092 184 | 162 184 | 150 .

GOODHIN H B ELEM 782 | ec.9] 10.3| 26.1| 8.7] 11.4] 13.0] 807 | 81.5| 6.5| 26.1] 9.2] 11.4] 11.4} 17.4
773 202

031 14 | 9% 14 | 95

CARBOR VIEW ELEMENTARY | 785 | 82.5| 7.9] 25.4} 18.4| 9.6 9.6] 839 | 83.3} 8.8] 14.0f 14.0} 7.9} 10.5 16.7
797 8N

033 59 | 43 59 | 40

HUGHES HINNIE ELEH 742 | 72.9] 6.8| 28.8] 18.6] 13.6] 18.5] 740 | 67.8) 23.7| 27.1| 23.7] 20.3} 33.7] 35.6
738 737 ‘

034 108 | 9% 108 | 101

HUNLEY PARK ELEM 791 | 87.0{ 11.1{ 17.6| 11.1} 11.1| 5.6} 834 93.5| 2.8| 11.1| 4.6] 3.7 5.6} 112
790 848

036743 l : 108
, Q ‘

167 '

O I}




A
g
SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM  cor:
DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL GRADE 1
DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON TEST DATE: MAY 87 |
. ’ TOTAL TESTED: 4361 |
- .
MATHEMATICS READING v
EO PERCENT NEEDING 2z |eo PERCENT NEEDING ]
za |G IMPROVEMENT z o0 | SE MPROVEMENT |
;’éﬁ o . 228103 | o |
(= we a1 & 5m§ wZol 82 w w | 58
a 7] z wu b < O
ShCERl e | 6| % | E |32 EBlSaRleg| o) BB 8 |as
204l 0f] W El S 1as [®%uleoblas| 2| Z | 22! & | 22
<z lwz Y sl 3 03 [dzdtmz i Z | w@| w  5&
E0ISE | g | & |2 |8 |%0 [E58|5; |BR| 6| 3 |b°| & |38
L -1 o] o« =
NAME 23 ° 1= PP 5w [og z
037 108 93 108 | 84
LADSON EL 789 | 86.1{ 15.7] 24.1| 9.3] 3.7} 9.3] 811 | 77.8] 5.6} 23.1] 19.4| 9.3 16.7] 19.4
802 816
039 18 | 13 ns |
LAHBS ELEM 818 | 95.3] 2.5{ 13.6| 5.9] 8.5 1.7]|es0 | %4.1] 5.1} 10.2] 6.8] 3.4} 5.1} 7.6
£28 885
044 103 8 103 65
HEMMINGER EL 766 | 81.6] 17.5] 19.4] 14.6] 19.4] 12.6] 751 | 63.1] 6.8] 34.0{ 35.0} 3%..) 32.0| 30.1
757 752
046 101 93 102 | 87
MIDLANO PARK EL 813 | 92.1] 5.0} 9.9] s.0] 8.9] 8.9] 828 | 85.3] 3.9} 20.6] 11.8] 6.9] 9.8} 12.7
827 839
047 123 | 106 123 98
MITCHELL EL 790 | 86.2f 9.8} 18.7| 11.4] 10.6| 23.6} 812 | 79.7]| 8.9 15.4| 15.4| 13.0| 17.1| 19.5
805 808
043 122 | 116 122 | 114
MOORE JENNIE EL 821 | 95.1f 3.3} 16.4} 4.9] 2.5] 4.9]| 840 | 93.4] 2.5]18.9{ 6.6] 3.3] 8.2] 8.2
830 850
051 72 £8 72 60
MT PLEASANT ACADEMY 791 | 80.6] 9.7} 20.8| 11.1{ 5.6 13.9| 812 | 83.3] 5.6{ 20.8} 9.7| 8.3} 19.4] 18.1
797 798
053 116 98 116 95 .
MURRAY LASAINE ELEM 780 | 84.5] 8.6} 26.7| 6.9] 14.7{ 12.1} 795 | 81.9] 13.8| 24.1| 12.9{ 13.8] 19.8] 19.0 .,
782 787 1 0
054 " 69 60 69 60
NRFH GHARLESTON ELEM 763 | 87.0] 13.0| 18.8] 10.1} 14.5} 10.1} 79¢ | 87.0] 8.7} 14.5}| 13.0] 10.1] 0.1} 14.5
' v 754 780
ERIC’ |
rull‘h-‘hwlmc
ISR 90O T O =




¥

f SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM <o
) . DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL GRADE 1
DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON TEST DATE:  MAY 87
TOTAL YESTED: 4361
H
- .
‘ MATHEMATICS READING
-0 PERCENT NEEDING 2 |eo PERCENT NEEDING
zn|GE IMPROVELENT . |ze MPROVEMENT
Zidwiyg 0sR168
ba1:4 - z=wiy o
IJ-:SO 5§8 " 2 z > 526 528 sZ w w | 5Y
[4
cSB2E8l o | B0 | E (3o (3ER15ER05 | o) B |28 2 (a2
a%Buleoll W El e @S |&° osl o < Q laRl b |ag
dz218201 ¢ | £ |13 | 3 |29 Jzalgolaz | £ | z | Eg| & |28
Oﬁlm S 3] w g w lgm 38 95 §,a o < | 521 & | <=
e 1 o o 0zulsh | oQ 2l £ 1%
NAME z= = z= S
056 13 90 113 %
OAXLAND ELEM 777 | 79.6] 13.3] 30.1] 10.6| 15.9] 15.9} 807 | 83.2] 20.6) 20.4| 12.5} 9.7} 15.9} 21.2
776 811
057 136 | 123 136 | 126
ORANGE GROVE ELEM 796 | 90.4] 7.3| 20.3] a.8] 20.3] 3.7} 838 | 92.6] 5.9} 16.2| 4.4y 2.2} 9.6)12.5
798 839
058 73 67 72 66
PARK CIRLE EL 709 | 91.8] 4.1] 16.4] 13.7] 13.7| 6.8} 843 | 91.7] 6.9) 12.5] 6.9} 4.2| 6.9} 8.3
795 849
059 147 | 1s 147 | 116
PEPPERHILL ELEM 759 | 78.21 s8.8] 30.6] 21.1] 12.2| 4.1] 797 ! "B.9] 4.1} 25.2¢ 14.3] 5.4} 17.7) 211
750 787 |
693 91 78 9 63
REMOUNT ROAD ELEM 761 1 85.71 6.6] 18.7] 9.9] 12.1] 16.5] 769 1 69.2 14.3| 33.0| 29.7} 13.2} 18.7
757 762
0% 62 44 62 47
RONALD E MCMAIR 783 | 7.0} 11.3] 2¢.2] 16.1] 17.7| 17.7| 772 | 75.8} 12.9] 21.0] 22.6] 21.0| 25.8
734 m
067 101 83 101 80
SANDERS CLYDE ELEM 773 | 82.21 9.9] 21.8} 21.8] 16.8] 13.9] 793 | 79.2] 10.9| 23.8] 20.8| 10.9} 16.8
784 785
069 163 | 141 163 | 144
SIMONS JAMES EL 781 | 86.5| 3.1| 23.3| 12.0] 8.6] 20.4] 823 | 8.3} 11.0f 15.3} 10.4] 4.9} 6.7
778 821
070 14s | 137 145 | 138
SPRINGFIELD EL ez | %.5] 2.8|13.8] 4.1] «.8] 6.2| 867 | 95.2] 2.8] 9.7} 4.8] 2.8} 4.8
852 688
0367A3
ERIC 111
r O N
e




DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON

SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL

!

=0 PERCENT NEEDING zi -0 PERCENT NEEDING
2Z0lGE IMPROVEMENT z o | G MPROVEMENT
l<wiog Oaiy g )
EB§ Wz 1] z > gE“—' WZgl wZ ! w w | Bw
lc2Biag8l z | x | Z0 518 4] e S iowl|l 9%
L wi =4 w S fxs ul £ = 2 1] ] =
FzdlEQ6 g [ s |23 YleO] 8= g x| o | £8
FExluzCl 2 | 2| 2 | B |90 855|862 |8a| B | £ |85 & |2k
w = a =
Pralgh 18 | 85| g le|® e:g 2k | 4B 2| € | 2125
NAME z3 = zZ3 2
064 103 89 103 80
ST ANDRERS EL 779 | 86.4} 9.7| 17.5] 8.7] 11.7| 14.6] 781 | 77.7] 11.7| 25.2 17.5| 8.7{ 18.4] 25.2
779 768
097 102 87 102 73
ST JAMES SANTEE ELEM 781 | 85.3] a.8| 35.3] 6.9 7.8} 11.8] 766 | 71.6] 11.8 36.3] 16.7] 10.8} 22.5} 256.5
775 782
072 118 105 118 103
STILES POINT EL oo | 89.0l e.5] 8.5] 12.7} 11.0] 8.5] 831 | 67.3] 8.5{ 13.6] 10.2 6.8} 10.2} 14.4
: 802 848
073 9% 78 %% 7
STOND PARK EL 763 | a3.0} 10.6] 25.5} 30.9} 4.3] ~.4] 784 | 81.9} 5.3| 25.5 18.1| 8.5] 17.0| 24.2
758 784
074 465 62 65 63
SULLIVANS ISLAND EL 795 | 95.41 6.21 21.5] 4.8; 1.5] 1.6{ 895 | 96.9}1 1.6} 9.2} 1.5 0.0} 3.1} 3.1
790 923
079 %% 78 9% 86
HWHITESIDE MAMIE EL 790 1 83.0] a.5] 21.3] 10.6} 20.6] 16.0] 835 | 91.5] 3.2} 14.9 9.6 4.3] 7.4| 8.5
79% 835

CoPY 1

GRADE

1

TEST DATE:

TOTAL VESTED:

HAY. 87
4361

o mtvan m0e ¢ 2%




i T T T T T T e .
. m \“} Ry -
SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROCRAN:  cow: |
. DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL GRADE 2 ;
. a |
DISTRIC /s 17 CHARLESTON TEST DATE: MAY 87 |
TOTAL TESTED: 3595
D PERCENT NEEDING = |=o PERCENT NEEDING
50 |8E IMPROVEMENT o%n| 55 MPRO\{EMT
I-J-:-Ené EES P ‘2 E > = ggﬁ EES .5(59 w w %g
<3Q1eCRl R 1 61 3 | B |82 |83G[shT| e8| 4 B |Cul 8 |ap
Zouldonl & | £ | B | B |25 [=ou|ies| B8] 2| 2 52| & |5k
apulzes| B | 51 € | 2|83 [5y|setlaz| 6|z | B3| k(56
FECIZE | § | & 2 |29 [F38|2E gal 4| 2|5 & |3k
F22|20 | C | & o ozn|2W | Ao =l | 2|35
NAME z3 = zz | 3
002 144 | 129 4% | 126
. ANGEL OAX EL 7% | 89.6] 2.1]17.4] 7.6| 7.6] 7.6] 791 | 87.5] 12.5| 13.9] 6.3]| 13.2} 11.8} 10.4 |
788 797 |
098 5| 7 |
ASHLEY RIVER ELEM o6z | 98.7] 1.3} 5.3] 4.0 4.0| 2.7} es3 | 97.3] 6.7| 4.0} 13| 4.0} 2.7} 2.7
874 868 .
086 65 | 48 65 | &
BERRY J HOWARD EL 784 | 73.8| 10.8] 32.3] 30.8} 20.0] 26.9] 744 | €3.1] 32.3| 33.8] 21.5| 33.8] 32.3} 29.2
732 740
004 53 | 35 53| 35
BLANEY ELEM 740 | 66.0] 3.8| 34.0] 32.1] 15.1] 2¢.5] 747 | 66.0] 22.6] 25.8] 5.7| 30.2| 30.2| 28.3
nz 745
099 4 | 40 4w | 40
BUIST ACADEMY ses |100.0] e.o| 7.5| 2.5] 2.5| 0.0} eso |100.0} 2.5{ 0.0} o.0] o.0f 6.0} 0.0
872 891
089 129 | 203 129 | 108
BURNS EDMUMD A ELEM 760 | 79.8] 3.9) 27.1{ 13.2] 13.2| 11.6] 773 | €3.7] 19.4] 19.4] 24.7] 26.3| 15.5{ 16.3
767 m .
090 1m0 | 82 1m0 | 72
CHICORA ELEM 746 | 76.5] 6.4] 41.8] 20.0! 10.0] 21.8| 746 | 65.5] 20.0} 30.9] 17.3} 32.7| 23.6] 30.0
734 745
021 59 | &9 59 | 57
CORCORAN A C ELEM e28 l100.0] o0.0] 11.9] &.5] o0.0] o0.0]813 | 96.6] 11,9} 5.1} 1.7| 3.4] 5.1 6.8
827 802
082 151 | 138 151 | 149
EDHARDS JAMES B ELEM 819 | 91.4] 2.0| 21.2] 5.3 6.0] 6.6{ 846 | 98.7] 2.0{ 6.0] 1.3] 6.6] 1.3} 0.7
820 853
0367A3 .
)
ERIC, 115 116
-




SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM o
DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL : GRADE 2

DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTOH TEST DATE: MAY 87
TOTAL TESTEO: 3593

o PERCENT NEEDING - |eo PERCENT NEEDING
zn|GE IMPROVEMENT |22 MPROVEMENT
ziell| 58 928183 "o
0 a z W w
EER%al p | 219 | £ |ao REBICERISE | o | g |Ug| 8 |52
Zewl®ounl & | £ | B | L (@S [Eealdes|EBY| 2| 2 | B B |8
EE3 ‘gﬁ o1 8|3 |28 |25 33|82 (82| & | % Bal & |28
F3 g 1o ozn |2 § 3 | & Z | z5
NAME 23 1= U124 |° <
023 21| 10 21| 1
EONARDS JANE EL 69 | 47.6] 9.5 76.2] 14.3] 33.3] 14.3] 728 | ¢6.7] 19.0] 38.1] 14.3| 33.3] 23.8] 28.6 y
690 ' 733 e
024 49 | 5 49 | o4
ELLINGTON EL s8¢ | 91,8l 6.1] 18.4] 12.2] 10.2] 4.1] 806 | 89.8} 14.3] 10.2{ 20.2| 2.0] 20.2] 20.2
781 813
025 8| @ 4 | a3
FORD MARY EL 775 | 5.8l 2.1] 29.2) 16.7] 4.2] 6.3] 783 | 89.6] 16.6] 26.7] 4.2] 26.7] 14.6] 6.3
768 764
019 95 | &0 s | 7
FRASER ELEM 1 | es.2] 1.1]22.1] 22.1] 8.e] 13.7] 791 | 80.0] 12.6] 20.0] 27.9] 16.8] 19.7| 20.5
789 793
028 35 | 26 35 | 27
, FRIERSON EDITH L 767 | 76.3] 5.7] 51.4]| 14.3| s.6] 8.6] 776 | 77.1] s.7| 20.0| 20.0} 20.0| 12.4] 22.9
737 777
092 129 | 122 129 | 122
GOODHIN W B ELEM 856 | oa.61 2.3012.4] 3.9] 3.9] 3.9] 847 | va.6] 31| 7.0] a7} 7.0 4.7) 3.9
884 861
031 | 98 m s
HARBOR VIEW ELEMENTARY | 798 | 88.3) 2.7| 21.6| 9.9] 9.0| .3 783 | 82.0] 9.0] 21.6] 11,7} 20.7] 18.0{ 19.8
| 804 781
I o33 : 39 | 32 39| 30 '
| WUGHES MINNIE ELEM 751 | 82.1] 12.8| 25.6] 20.5] 10.3| 12.8] 748 | 76.9} 15.4| 33.3} 7.7| 23.1} 23.1] 15.4
11" 743 763
I
034 102 | 9 102 9
HUNLEY PARK ELEM 812 | 9.1 2.9! 21.6] 9.8! 4.9| 3.9] 811 | 89.2] 12.7| 18.6| 3.9] s.8| 7.8} 9.8 118
821 .




o3

v

DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON

SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC CKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL

MATHEMATICS

READING

=Q PERCENT HEEDING 2 lee PERCENT NEEDING
zon 6% IMPROVEMENT z 0| GE MPROVEMENT
zigi} |G 8 oz} |88 I
£Bo|hz o | & ., [528|EZg] 2 "MEBEL
zo0lagel o | 8| € | B |30 328|258 oz | o | 8 | Su| 2 |w2
Zamidonl & | 2 | B | b |22 |Red|tos|EY | 2 2|82 B |eg
223 Wzl ¢ | & g 3 89 |2%3 fz© 8o k| £ |&5]| & it
owgizh | 8 | & 6 |*? |6 AR ERAE R ERES
-0l o Os®n :E 2 [ = Z1
NAME 22 ° |5 "% |°% :

037 ] 66 72| 65

LADSON EL 802 | 93.0] 8.5 11.3] 5.6] 5.6| 4.2| 800 | 91.5] 7.0| 11.3] 7.0f12.7{ 5.6} 11.3

: 797 805

039 386 | 83 86 | e

LAMBS ELEM a15 | 96.5| 3.5| 16.3] 30.5] 1.2} 4.7{ 811 | 93.0] 3.5| 11.¢] 5.8 10.5| 7.0} 12.8
817 a11

044 81 76 81 65

MEMHINGER EL 795 | 93.8! 1.2| 24.7] 16.0] «.9] 3.7] 766 | tw.2] 26.0| 23.5) 18.5| 21.0{ 17.3} 16.0
778 765

Q4% 61 58 61 57

MIDLANG PARK EL a62 | 95.1] o.0] 4.9] 6.6] o.0] 3.3]821 | 93.4] 9.8|13.1} 0.0} 9.8 9.8 4.9
a78 832

%7 50 | 87 90 | &4

MITCHELL EL 826 | 96.7] o0.0] 8.9] 5.6] 1.£] 0.0} 815 | 93.3]} 12.2 16.7f 1.1} 11.1 .21 7.8
827 814

048 125 I20 127 109

HMOORE JENNIE EL a3 | 96.0] 0.0} 16.0} 4.0} 1.6] 7.2} 810 | &5.8] 9.4] 18.9] 8.7} 7.1} 15.7} 6.3
845 819

051 49 | 47 49 | 48

MT PLEASANT ACADEMY 79 | 95.9| o0.0| 38.8] s.2| 2.0| 6.1} 826 | 98.0] 0.0} 8.2 2.0{ 6.1} 4.1 8.2
789 a36

053 113 106 113 1)

HURRAY LASATNE ELEM 825 | 93.8] 0.9] 20.4] 4.4] 4.4] 4.4]|821 | 9x.2} 5.3] 12,4} 72| 72} 7.2} 9.7
830 824

054 52 | 47 52 | 48

NORTH CHARLESTON ELEM 78z | 90.4]| 3.8| 19.2} 17.3]| 13.8} 15.4] 604 | 92.3| 5.8| 6.8] 1.9| 17.3| 13.5} 7.7

808 .

1

CoPY 1
GRADE 2

TEST DATE:
TOTAL TESTED:

20

HAY 87
359z

g e -
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SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SK?ILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM <o
DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL GRADE 2

. : TEST DATE:  MAY 87
i TOTAL TESTED: 3593

DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON

ERIC

r

FullText Provided by enic [l

[=]
.- -

|
MATHEMATICS | READING
e PERCENT NEEDING : p PERCENT NEEDING
zo 6% PROVEMENT zl, |Ee MPROVEMENT
zigB 188 ozBlBg 'R E
E8§ iz 4] g gém g% wZ w w | Bu
<30|ag8] o z & 0 5§§ o8} vz S low| 095
<]t o 0 = G z wnt zﬁ 9 o z z ng
Cullo o] W = u asS jee wl & Z o | .| u
gzg 520l @ E‘ < Z |o7 &125 geolg2 | | z | g ﬁ gé ‘
SsdleE 15 | Blg | B |E[5aR|5g (Be| | 3|6 B |5
NAME 23 °13 =TIy |°% <
056 9| % 9| eo
SAKLAND ELEM e29 | 94.9] 2.0| 12.1} 11.1] 6.1| 5.1} 785 | 0.8} 17.2] 21.2] 8.1} 20.2] 17.2] 19.2
842 785 .
057 12 | 1mz | 10
ORANGE GROVE ELEH 850 | 99.11 o0.0] s.0] 7.1} 1.8] 3.6] 829 | %8.2] 5.3} 6.3} 2.7 3.6} 1.8] 5.4
842 829 |
058 62 54 62 54 : |
FARK CIRLE EL 781 | 87.1} 3.2| 27.4] 22,9} 12.9] #.1] 803 | 87.1] 9.7| 17.7| 6.5] 11.3] 12.9| 12.9 |
768 807 |
059 141 | 120 191 | 129 |
PEPPERHILL ELEM 789 | e5.1} 3.5| 22.0| 15.6] 2.8 10.6| 805 | 91.5] 5.7} 14.2] 2.8| 20.6| &.5{11.3 |
783 ' 804 |
093 84 69 8 70 |
. REMOUNT ROAD ELEM 773 | 82.1] 1.2| 33.3] 20.2| s.3| 10.7] 774 | #3.3] 14.3] 17.9} 9.5] 15.5} 10.7} 17.9 |
762 768 |
0% 67| B9 7| 59 |
RONALD E HCNAIR 792 | 88.1] 3.0| 16.4| 16.4] 7.5| 11.9] 769 | #8.1] 17.9] 16.4] 13.4] 20.9] 12.9} 7.5
789 769 |
067 69| 58 6| 55 |
SANDERS CLYDE ELEM 761 | 86.1] 2.9| 42.0| 11.6] 8.7| 13.0] 778 | 79.7] 7.2| 23.2| 15.9] 5.8} 14.5| 14.5 |
753 m |
069 177 | 150 107 | 48 |
SIHONS JAMES EL 789 | 86.7] 3.4} 20.9] 11.3] 7.3] 9.0] soo0 | 83.6] 14.7] 14.2| 4.0} 18.6} 16.4} 15.8 |
768 801 |
104 |
079 Aot T | 116 1210 | 119 122 |
-SPRINGFIELO EL 831 | 95.97 o.8]| 14.9| 5.8] 4.} e.cf83% | 98.3] 2.5] 7.4] 0.0] 6.6} BE.8| 4.1 ‘
840 832 ]
|




Raua B |
SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM  corvrx
DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL GRADE 2
¥ 3
DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON' TEST DATE:  MAY 87
TOTAL TESTEO: 3593
0 PERCENT NEEDING N PP PERCENT NEEDING
zo |G % IMPROVEMENT zn | 5% PROVEMENT
zlsm o5 0ziosd ©®
Eg% ﬁé 2] ; > gag GZ 3Z w w tw
haBldgsl o | z | G | E |Ze |s50 eZ8l 0Z g l0ul 0|95
LN °O1 3 B |4z alesnil 2§ a1 81z6] 5 |e2
a%uleobl W ] o s |85 m“’l-_l] 0ol 8= < > es| & | 9<g
gz |luz (3] 13 03 |3z |uz ™ z | 5i9)] w | 4%
SEiE | 2| 6|2 |2 |8 EaGlec (B | 0| 2Bt |
-39 Suw 3] 8 (U] P_}W gm 30 = o < E-_—,
NAME z3 = zz | 3
0664 79| 66 1 79| 69
ST ANDRERS EL 788 | 83.5] 2.5| 2¢.1] 11.4| 8.9] 17.7] 816 | 87.3] 10.1} 20.2} 7.6} 11.4 11.4] 6.3
775 | - 831 )
097 . 80 60 80 55
ST JAMES SANTEE ELEH 770 | 75.0] 6.3| 40.0| &.8] 8.8| 18.8} 746 | 68.8} 18.8} 36.3} 18.8] 20.0 25.0} 27.5
759 733
072 9% 1 98 92
STILES POINT EL 829 | 92.9] 2.0} 16.3] 4.1] 1.0} 12.2] 828 | 93.9] 6.1} 9.2] 5.1} 6.1 4.1 6.1
837 832
073 69 68 69 65
STOND PARK EL sz | 98.6] 1.4| 26.5| 7.2| 5.8 1.4] 829 | 4.2} 0.1} 8.7| 4.3} 5.3} 5.8 4.3
843 837
074 64 61 64 &3
SULLIVANS ISLAND EL o1 | s5.31 0.0} 20.3] 4.7| 4.7} 3.1]es2 | 98.4] 0.0f 4.7| 0.0} 4.7} 3.1 1.6
837 858
079 86 79 86 78
WHITESIDE MAMIE EL e10 | 91.91 3.5] 22.1] 7.0] 7.0} 9.3} 820 | 90.7] 8.1} 10.5{ 7.0{18.6} 7.0} 9.3
821 . 830
0367A3 . o
® : 124
- ERIC= 123
. 8

oo n




DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON .

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL

SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM

N

T
& MATHEMATICS . READING
s PERCENT NEEDING 2 les | PERCENT NEEDING
zZan &S IMPROVEMENT L lze | MPROVEMENT,
Z'SQ s v<il 08 I o
rpElES o | E BE|Ezg o2 MERLE
<S8(528) p | B8 | E |30 [33B|ERBI0Z | o | 5 | Ba| ¥ |a3
coulzot| 8 | 5| 8 | 2183 IS2ulzoblaz | 81 2 [ g3l & |58
BSRSE (8| &3 |8 (=% [cE|sG g G| 3|E| 2 |55
y = = rete) o =
NAME |23 °1s FEUI28 |3 <
002 uz | m 17 | 106
. ANGEL OAK EL 219 | 9.9] 18.8] 5.1] 14.5] 0.0} 17.9] 206 | 90.6] 4.3} 20.3) 20.3] 6.8} 6.1} 7.7
804 : 204
098 0| 79 g0 | 79}
ASHLEY RIVER ELEM 867 | 98.al 6.3] 0.0] s.a| 2.5] 3.8]e49 | 9s.8| 1.3} 2.5 2.5| 2.5] 1.3] 5.0
: 854 248 :
086 68 | a6 8| 51}
BERRY J HOWARD EL 729 | 67.6] 47.1] 20.6] 33.8] 5.9] 42.6] 740 | 75.0} 29.4| 26.5| 19.1] 17.6| 25.0f 23.5
733 744 ;
604 | 36 as | 3sf
BLANEY ELEM 708 | 75.0] 37.5] 14.6] 51.3| .3} 35.4{ 755 | 79.2| 6.3| 25.0] 22.9| 12.5] 33.3] 24.6
727 752
099 40 | 38 - | a0
‘BUIST ACADEWY ass | 95.01 7.5! 2.5| 5.0 5.0{ 10.0} 877 J100.0] ©.0f ©.0}] o0.0{ 0.8} 0.0} 0.0
897 879
089 00| 92 100 | eal
BURNS EDHUND A ELEM 777 | 92.0} 20.0] 5.0} 30.0] 1.0] 37.0] 776 | 8s.0| 4.0} 12.0} 18.0{ 14.0] 10.0{ 12.0
772 773
090 126 | 90 1264 | 113
CHICORA ELEM 750 | 72.6} 26.2] 14.5] 35.5] 1.6¢] 50.8]| 773 | 91.1] 19.4] s.9] 9.7] 10.5] 11.3} 7.3
739 768
021 nl| 3 nl e
CORCORAN A C ELEM 762 | 83.1] 18.3} 7.0} 29.6| 4.2] 33.8] 782 | 90.1| 4.2| s.5] 9.9] 2.8] 12.3{ 9.9
753 784
4 0
082 1ed i | ns 121 | 120
EDHARDS JAMES B ELEM 99.2] 1.7| 4.1} o.8] 4.1} 3.3 5.8
Q
ERIC.
ull Text Provided by ERIC o

copy 1
GRADE 3

TEST DATE:
TOTAL TESTED:

MAV 87
3292




SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM  cov 2
DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL GRADE 3
DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON . TEST DATE:  MAY 87
TOTAL TESTED: 3292
~a PERCENT NEEDING 2 |eo PERCENT NEEDING
zn|6% IMPROVEMENT z 0| 6% MPROVEMENT
Zidwiog Oq<iiloa o
#8“ EE 0 3 > gﬁf! GZql w2 w w | LW
<§8 ar8l © z | W |20 5“,‘8 ag8l vz g | ow] 0 |0%
Sy sor) o QI a3 G 192 aleb™l85] 31 8 | 86 & |28
23ulepb] W e @ s |85 n:.u‘ﬂ c05] 63 < = ea| & | 0« _
2zz122°1 2 | 21 2 | © B3 [2§3|8E | 8g B | 2| @8] & |36 ’
0 w w o = & a < Ly
39 ?,E 8 3 ?x o |*7 loza gE s |8 Z 1z5
) NAME z= = z3 3
023 20 18 20 20
EDHARDS JANE EL 777 | 90.0! 5.0] 5.0} 30.0] 0.0 30.0] 790 j100.0{ 0.0} 0.0} 15.0{ 5.0} 5.0 5.0
765 786
024 70 67 70 68
ELLINGTON EL sse | 95.7| 10.0] 2.9 21.4| o.0} 24.3] 809 | 97.1| 4.3| 7.1} 5.7| 4.3} 8.6 4.3
837 807 ‘
025 37 3 37 33
FORD HARY EL 776 | 83.8) 16.2] 2.7] 2¢.3] o.0| 27.0] 787 | 89.2] 2.7| 8.1} 18.9} 2.7} 10.8 5.4
773 779
019 66 56 66 62
FRASER ELEM 705 | 8.8} 21.2] 6.1} 21.2] o.0} 36.4} 797 | 93.9f 1.5| 3.0f{13.6{ 4.5| 3.0 4.5
781 791
028 36 3¢ 36 34
FRIERSON EDITH L soe | 94.41 13.9] 5.6| 27.8] o0.0] 16.7} 794 | 94.4]| 8.3} 1.1} 1.1} 5.6 5.6} 8.3
793 L3
092 143 | 133 143 | 137
GOODWIN W B ELEM 822 | 93.0} 11.9] 0.7} 16.0] «.2|18.9] 815 | 95.8] 4.2| 4.9| 4.2| 4.9| 7.7} 5.6 '
806 810
031 88 80 a8 85
HARBOR VIEW ELEMENTARY 30 | 90.90 13.6] 4.5} 17.0{ 1.1{ 26.2} 811 | 96.6] 2.3} 4.5| 4.5| 4.5| 4.B{ 4.5
e37 799
033 41 3 41 36
HUGHES MINNIE ELEM 745 | 75.61 36.1] 17.1] 26.8] 2.4| 36.6] 766 | 87.8{ «.9} 7.3] 19.5| 17.1} 14.6} 22.0
741 761
034 83 78 83 82
HUNLEY PARK ELEM 829 | 9s.0] 9.6] 4.8| 16.9] 0.0] 14.5] 83¢ | 98.6] 1.2} 2.4] 1.2| 0.0| 4.8} 2.4
818 828
0367A3
Q Ny
~ ERIC= 128
T 2 a
o 1.2/
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DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTOR

SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL

MATHEMATICS

READING

£ PERCENT NEEDING N Peaﬁr’ueeoms
o) 4 4 OVEM

%0 |5% “IMPROVEMENT 0Zq|6% > MPROVEMENT
HE o | 5| 5 |5, [E05|E2a] o2 MERE
<§8 a8t 4 z w x |20 g3 a.‘fs o0z b Owi O Og
slolebrl 6 | Q) 2 | B |3z [B3a|ebi|28 | 216 | 58] § |82
a8 2 | 8|2 | 8|85 aEtlne | B | : sl k|2
PRI z mg 2330 08 < 21w g
ouwdISE 13| & 2 o fb E | B z
-3 [0) Os = b1 A z z4

NAME 2% ° |3 5 3 -

037 83 76 83 82

LADSON EL 811 | 91.6] 13.3] 3.6 22.0] 1.2| 32.5] 209 | %8.8] 2.4] 4.8] <.8] 0.0
804 604 :

LN

039 9% 80 9 | 89

LAMBS ELEM 787 |.a8.91 13.3] 7.8} 17.8] 3.3] 21.1} 8124 | 98.9] 4.4| s5.3| 2.2| 2.2
784 805

044 84 76 8 TE .

MEMMINGER EL 803 | 88.1] 9.5] 3.6| 25.0{ .8} 19.0] 770 | 8.9} 8.3] 9.5] 11.9] 11.9
792 769 :

046 69 61 69 65

MIDLAND PARK EL 817 | 88.4] 12.6] «.3] 18.8] 1.4] 24.¢] 802 | 94.2] 1.e¢] 20.2| 8.7| 5.8
800 797

047 97 72 97 88

MITCHELL EL 752 | 76.2] 20.6| 12.3] 39.2] 6.2] 35.1} 776 | 90.7] 12.4] 5.2} 11.3] 7.2

048 86 n 86 77

MOORE JENNIE EL 814 | 82.6} 17.4| 5.8} 22.1] 1.2]| 29.1] 796 | 89.5] 10.5] 11.6] 8.1} 8.2

051 38 36 38 36

MT PLEASANT ACADEMY 866 | 94.7{ 10.5| o.0} 10.5] 2.6¢| B.3]| 823 | %4.7] o.0| 5.3] 13.2] 5.3

053 922 85 92 85

MURRAY LASAINE ELEM 808 | 92.4] 16.3| 7.6} 13.0] o0.0] 22.8] 799 | 92.4] 5.4 8.7} 20.9} 2.2
795 798

199

056 - 53 | 4o 53| 8

NORTH CHARLESTON ELEM 72: 75.51 22.6| 5.7| 28.31 15.1] 28.3] a0z | 96.2} 3.8] 11.3} 5.7 1.9
7 801

Q ‘3

COoPY 1
GRADE 3

TEST OATE: MAY 87
TOTAL TESTED: 3292




SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM  cwv»
d DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL GRADE 3 '
- e '
DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON TEST DATE: MAY 87
. TOTAL TESTED: 3292
=0 PERCENT NEEDING 2l 0 PERCENT NEEDING
zZa &% IMPROVEMENT zn | 5% MPROVEMENT
zulog . g23i6d | o
) =0 z z W
E8818%al w | 2| 8 | & |30 [350(%28| 5z 5 | Bl 8|58
z0isal & | Q| 2 | B |FE alebt|23] 3| 8 | z0) & | &8
2%y m(D'S w E o = as |x« 0ol 8= q = &‘ﬁ 9
225 %g 21 E12|31(83 &'Eg wz"loa | | 2185 f §§
ouils 8 W 1ga |8 B |8z ] © z
; -39 a ﬁ (U] Oso|2 t = o =
NAME 23 °i= R2015Y |08 <
. 056 11 | 104 m | 107
OAKLAND ELEM o34 | 93.7] 15.3| 1.8| 18.0] 3.6} 15.3] 820 | 96.4] 3.6 4.5 7.2| 8.1} 4.5 5.4
) 820 813
057 110 99 1o | 107
ORANGE GROVE ELEM 834 | 90.0] 16.5] 8.2} 21.8] o.9| 18.2| 829 | 97.3] 9.1 8.2} 2.7} 0.9} 6.4f 2.7
833 . 829
058 58 54 58 56
PARK CIRLE EL 819 | 95.1] 13.8| 1.7] 17.2| 3.4] 22.4] 816 | 96.6] 6.9] 6.9] 3.4] 3.4} 1.7} 5.2
806 805
059 125 98 126 | 123
PEPPERHILL ELEM 788 | 78.4| 24.0| 12.8] 29.6| 0.8} 27.2| 795 | 97.6¢] 8.7| 6.3 7.1} 8.7 4.0} 3.2
769 783
093 67 52 . 67 63
REHOUNT ROAD ELEM 760 | 77.6| 19.4] 19.4| 28.4] 0.0} 47.8] 797 | 9%4.0{ 7.5] 10.4| 4.5| 4.5 9.0| 9.0
749 797
0% 49 46 49 45
RONALD E MCNAIR a16 | 93.9] 20.4] 4.1} 26.5| o0.0] 22.4] 788 | 91.8} 12.2] 12.2] 10.2} 6.1} 4.1} 8.2
813 782 .
067 75 53 7% 72
SANDERS CLYOE ELEM | 238 | 70.7] 26.7] 17.3] 32.0} 13.3] 22.7] 793 | 96.0] 16.0} 5.3| 9.3} 6.7] 4.0} 4.0
733 781
069 146 | 124 ' 146 | 125
SIMONS JAMES %L 32 | 84.9] 15.1] 6.2] 16.4] 2.7| 26.0] 787 | 85.¢] 13.0] 11.0] 15.8} 13.0} 13.0] 12.3
837 791
070 107 | 100 107 | 104
SPRINGFIELD EL a2 | 93.5] 8.4] 4.7(15.0] o.0] 21.5] 824 | 97.2] 3.7{ 2.8| 4.7| 3.7| 3.7} 7.5
845 820
131 132




SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SI{ILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM  coev

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL GRADE 3
DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON TEST DATE:  HAY 87
i TOTAL TESTED: 3292
MATHEMATICS - | READING
£Q PERCENT NEEDING =l a PERCENT REEGING
zZ0 |5 [MPRQVEMENT o (EMEN
=3 Eg alk ggm A St
i 9z
s20lc2s) ¢ | 8 : |ge [BBIEZRI 5z | o4 | g [ Bl 8 |58
walsalt o O g G zZ [Wio|en 2 a 59 z1e2
Pda ] PAULS Sl 3|83 uleodlaz| 2| 2 | & g
gzglfizol 0 ¢ 8 | 5 82 |azd|a2 z | g5 B |58
SEACE (5| 5|3 |® |l |Rg | E|F| g
NAME =3 = FTEE | <

064 o4 | 80 s | 83

ST ANDRENS EL 824 | 95.2] 11.9] 2.6 19.0] 0.0 22.6] 808 | 98.8] 1.2| ¢.0] A.8] 3.6] 2.4] 2.4
809 795

097 54| s 54 | 4s]

ST JAMES SANTEE ELEM 845 | s4.a] 1.9) 3.7] 16.7] o0.0] 2¢.2| 791 | s8.9] 5.6] 7.4] 105} 3.7| 11.1] 1.9
a37 7% ,

o072 80| 70 80 | 74

STILES POINT EL 827 | 87.5] 10.0 12,5] 17.5| 1.3| 18.8) 818 | 92.5| K.0| 6.3| S.0f 7.E| 63 2.5
o8 816 s

073 4 | 36 “ | e

STOND PARK EL s29 | a1.8] 18.2] 11.4] 12.4] 2.3| 18.2] 825 | 93.2| 2.3} 6.8] é.8] 6.8; 2.3} 4.5
820 a1l ‘

074 50 [ 46 50 | 49

SULLIVANS ISLANO EL 859 | 92.0| 4.c; s.0] 8.0] 2.0f 18.0} 842 | %8.0|' 4.0| 6.0{ 2.0} 0.0 2.0| 2.0
869 839

079 s | 80 es | 3]

MHITESIOE MAHIE EL 869 | 96.1] 7.1| 7.1| 15.3] 2.4] 9.4] 828 | 97.6] 1.2| 2.4} 8.2] 3.5 2.4] 2.4
863 818

r 122

LU

e wvvem




SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMEMT PROGRAM  co»

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL GRADE 6
* DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON . ) TEST DATE:  MAY 87
Con TOTAL TESTED: 2938
Lo PERCENT NEEDING - |eo PERCENT NEEDING T PERCENT NEEDING
z OVEMENT za MPROVEMENT ziz OVEMENT
=Zg 52 AUEBOUEY oZnl8% o o |83 — ]
i:‘-:-uut‘z EE 4 z > gﬁ“ GZol wZ w | sy Z8 |z 2 6 z 5
288182a) o | 218 | & |o (3301828102 | o | B |Bg| 8 (BB fESEEE| 5| 5| 3 |5 5
Ssulronl & E | W as |x= uwl £ Z o | uQl w § gk '58 b0O| & - 213z a
2z3{&80] o « $ 182 luzY)jg@o] 8= k z | €3] & 23 15z0]82 g L a eS| 8
b83|3E | 8| & | & a® 15813k a MERERRRL IR R z
F3® |2 o o0 § 2| B Z | z5 jo= | = 0
NAME 23 °l%= F20124 (@ ol ) =1 £ 8
098 44 61 44 42 44 44
ASHLEY RIVER ELEM eso | 93.2] o0.0] 11.4} 13.6] 11.4| 13.6] 815 | 95.5] 6.8f 4.5] 2.3} 0.0} 6.3} 2.3 3.3 l100.0] 0.0] o.0] o.o} o.0] 9.0
823 800 3.2
009 314 | 256 35 | 262 314 | 266
BIRNEV ALICE MIOOLE 770 | 81.5] 13.1] 20.6| 25.2] 22.6] 18.8] 776 | 83.2] 20.6| 15.6} 10.5} 11.4] 14.6 22.9} 3.1 | 24.7] o.0} 11.1} 11,1} 8.6f 1.9
760 m 3.1
08s 236 | 166 238 | 201 236 | 111
BRENTHOOD HIDDLE 728 | 70 3] 17.4]| 35.2] 32.2] 36.4| 23.3] 767 | 84.5] 21.4] 19.7] 10.9| 1.3} 14.3} 27.7 2.9 | 72.5] 0.0} 20.8] 17.8] 17.4] 4.7
723 764 2.8
099 50 47 50 50 50 50
BUIST ACAOEMY a1 | 9.0l 8.0] 18.0] 8.0} 10.6| «.0} 877 |100.0] o0.0] 2.0{ 0.0} 2.0} 0.0} 0.0}3.7 100.0{ o.0} o0.0] o.0| 0.0} 0.0
. 796 862 3.7
080 195 | 145 195 { 165 195 | 163
€ E HILLIAMS MIODLE 744 | 76.6] 14.4| 21.0| 30.3{ 22.1] 26.2] 768 | 84.6] 22.1] 21.0] 12.3} 10.3} 14.4] 20.0{ 3.0 | 83.6 o.0l 9.7] 10.3] s.7| 1.5
732 767 2.9
022 163 83 164 | 124 164 95
COURTENAY MIODLE 700 | 50.9] 18.4] 41.1] 46.0] 49.7| 34.4| 749 | 75.6| 22.6] 22.0] 11.0} 8.5} 21.3} 37.8| 2.7 | 57.9 0.0{ 13.4| 28.0] 31.1} 2.4
697 734 2.7
077 252 | 218 251 | 236 251 | 222
DRAYTON HALL MIOOLE ScH | 793 | 86.5] 10.7| 17.1] 19.0] 19.4]| 22,1} 812 | 93.2] 11.2] 8.4} 4.8} 8.0 e.0! 13.9] .5 | =8.4] o.0] 10.4} 20.0} 7.6] 2.0
782 808 * 3.4
023 14 5 14 11 14 10
EDHAROS JANE EL 6% | 35.7] 7.1] 50.0} 42.9] 42.9] 50.0] 724 | 78.6] 35.7{ 14.3| 7.1} 7.1} 14.3} 42.9 2.8 | 71.4| o.0l 21.4} 28.6} 9.0} 0.0
678 730 . 2.8
095 137 | 114 137 | 128 137 | 110
FORT JOHNSON MIOOLE SCH ;ao es.2] 9.5| 20.6] 216.1] 14.6| 19.0] 806 | 93.4] 13.9| 8.8} 4.a]| 3.6] 7.3)10.9]3.1 | 80.3} 0.0} 15.3} 15.3 13.9{ 1.5
. 6 796 3.1

NOTE: AREAS NEEDING IMPROVEMENT IN WRITING

1 3 5 ARE ONLY INDICM& ‘%STUDENTS WHO

DID NOT MEET TH ARD.

A Fuiext provid Ic
Sy e R "t / 3&
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ey




SCUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM  cwr s

o0 T o e e et

DISTRICT SUMMARY. BY ORIGIN SCHOOL GRADE 6
. i . ) .
. DISTRICY: 17 CHARLESTON : : H TEST DATE: HAY 87
; ! . . TOTAL TESTED: 2938
=y PERCENT NEEDING o ¥ PERCENT NEEDING EQ PERCENT NEEDING :
znlE% | IMPROVEMENT TR F 1 IMPROVEME =z |&% IMPROVEMENT
zigd |0& |- LR GTS o LES &
5:58“8: 5z o | E > gﬂ I%Z Bz w ww |28 wZ Q 8 o zt & |
€30|af8| 0 | 5| Y | & 0 a3 a28l nZ g |8,] 8 |oz|esllagal E| O g | 89| £
2 Olg0™1 o 9| 2 & z st lzS a a | 20l & |22 [S«5{=s0y z z= | &
2%yl W E | B as |®%uyleoblss ]| 2| 2 | Bil & | 08 00 < 2 fLug] 8
2z314zC ¢ | 8 3 3 193 a‘ga Bz°leo| B | 5|85 £ |28 (280l8E 51elz2| ¢
0 w = G z| o th = z s
ouaizla | 8 | & 6 |2 |beliz S1u | z 256z |2 il s o)
NAME 5! Ol s ot 15 ag <FET 125 | T 2 8
. 028 26 26 26 25 2% 24
. FRIERSON EDITH L 823 |100.0] 0.0} 3.8{ 23.1] 0.0 11.5] 787 |100.0} 34.6| 25.4] 0.0 3.8| 3.8} 7.7} 3.3 | 92.3] o.0] 3.8} 7.7} 3.8} 0.0
823 787 3.4
032 = 118 88 118 95 118 78
HAUT GAP MIDDLE 7261 | 70.61 o.5] 27.11 32.2] 22.9] 27.1] 755 | 80.5} 30.5] 22.9] 10.2 10.2| 36.1} 27.1} 2.9 | ¢6.1} 0.0} 12.7| 19.5} 21.2| 2.5
747 | 757 2.9
3 o038 162 | 134 163 | 150 162 | 147
" JAMES ISLAND MIDDLE 764 | 82.71 16.2| 25.3] 17.3] 20.6} s.0] 7% | 92.0] 14.7| 17.8] B5.&]| 2.5] s.0] 18.4] 3.1 | 90.7| 0.0} 6.8} 6.8] 6.8 0.6
761 790 3.0
038 200 | 172 202 | 184 202 | 166] -
LAING MIDDLE 785 | 86.0] 12.8} 16.5} 23.5] 16.0] 11.0} 815 | 91.2} 14.9} 7.9] 5.6| 6.9] 11.9} 14.9] 3.2 | 62.2] 0.0} 8.9} 12.9]| 14.9| 1.0
766 ’ 803 3.3
049 ’ 170 | 109 171 | 140 inn | i3s
MORNINGSIDE MIDDLE 735 | 6%.1} 2¢.11 33.5! 37.¢] 33.5} 22.9] 768 | 81.9] 17.5} 18.1] 12.9} 11.1] 13.5} 24.0} 3.0 | 78.9} 0.0} S5.3]| 14.0}{ 14.0} 1.2
727 770 2.9
050 169 | 141 169 | 150 168 | 145
#HOULTRIE MIDDLE 803 | 83.41 s.9] 26.3] 18.3] 16.0] 13.0} 825 | 88.8] 12.4} 11.8] 5.9| 8.9] 8.9} 11.8} 3.3 | 86.3] 0.0} 10.1} 11.3}| 13.1} 3.0
803 826 3.5
083 226 | 147 223 | 172 224 | 154
NORMAN C TOOLE MIDDLE 726 | €5.61 17.0| 26.3] 40.6| 42.9] 22.8] 7585 | 77.1] 26.0] 22.0] 12.1] 11.7] 16.1]| 22.9} 2.8 | 68.8] 0.0 10.7| 27.7| 24.6} 3.1
718 752 2.8
063 261 | 176 261 | 179 258 | 150
RIVERS MIDDLE 726 | 67.61 19.21 26.61 45.6] 34.1] 27.6] 729 | 68.6] 33.7]| 23.28] 19.9] 13.4| 24.5] 37.9] 2.6 | 58.1} 0.8} 20.2| 32.9] 26.7{ 1.2
13% 726 730 2.7 )
068 143 80 143°| 106 143 | 105 :
SCHRODER R D KIDDLE 202 | 55.91 17.5] 30.1] 46.9] 53.1| 32.2] 741 | 74.1] 37.8] 23.8] 11.2] 11.2{ 23.1| 29.4] 2.9 | 73.4} o0.0} 18.9] 22.4| 10.5| 1. ‘
704 739 2.9 |, 8
L ¥
' NOTE: AREAS NEEDING IMPROVEMENT IN WRITING
. ARE ONLY.INDICATED FOR STUDENTS WHO
L o | ) DID NOT MEET THE STANDARD. )




‘J_ b R &
SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM  cwr:
DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL GRADE 6
. DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON - TEST DATE:  MAY 87
TOTAL TESTED: 2938
L0 PERCENT NEEDING o PERCENT NEEDING 0 PERCENT NEEDING
znlaE IMPROVEMENT z, |ze MPROVEMENT ziz |2 IMPROVEMENT
Zig W 03 oZa wg ns i<
EE§ 5%8 o ; > gég §§8 -5% w w ‘6“‘ Eém 5% (zg 8 3 z 6
A =z = = w =
ssRlCeRi e 8| | BBz lechlatien| 2| B iay| g | g [ahlaRl g 2| go| 2
- x® m a < - < < [U] wg
2=d1895) 8 | 5| & | 2 |Bd =3182%|80 | G| 3 | EB| & 23 12=0lee®) 2| | 2 | B3| 2
eiRsk 18| 5|8 |6 |° pad|sk eg| o | s |u | 2|25z (3 | 2| =] ¢ 52| 3
NAME 23 °l= FeT12E |0 Sl 2 >
- 097 | “ | 36 a5 | 26
ST JAMES SANTEE ELEM 720 | 6559l 6.8] 20.5] a3.2] 47.7| 31.8] 753 | e1.8) 25.0| 18.2| 11.4} e.1f18.2] 22.7} 2.7 } 57.8{ 0.0} 11.7 35.6] 33.3] 2.2
i 729 743 2.6
0386A3 NOTE: AREAS NEEDING IMPROVEMENT IN WRITING
Q ARE ONLY INDICATED FOR STUDENTS WHO

DID NOT MEET THE STANDARD.




SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM  corv»
DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SFHOOL GRADE 8
! ¢
DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON f $ ‘ ' : TEST DATE:  MAY 87
TOTAL TESTED: 291§
) PERCENT NEEDING EQ PERCENT NEEDING EQ PERCENT NEEDING
zan|GE __IMPROVEMENT T Ft OVEMENT ziz 5% IMPROVEMENT |
zizll 83 ozl 0 1H8
= H 2] 5 z0 E§ .ug w b z0 gﬁ 2 4 z! &
EE00ttel e | 8|5 | B |aelBSRlelsa) o | 8 |e| 8 s fecits| 5| 2 | 8|52 G
Soulteul & | E | B 185 |xsu|8Lsl & z2 | % ] jod o] IMTY) < | ojuc| 8 |
zzz1z0| 0 | £ | 3 § §—' 2z 201821 | =z | Gal @ g2 |2z0lE2 x| alezl 8 ’
a3 im 223im o 2 2 il E e = Q| ¢ | &g
o?ﬁé ’E § 213 £2 "3 g a| g |k L ElES ISE | %
F3 o oxal|Z § 18 | Zlzojo= |38 | 2| = o
NAME 23 ME - EE -2 S L 1 2 g
009 294 | 216 296 | 240 292 | 239 ’
.- BIRNEY ALICE MIDDLE 745 | 73.5] #3.2] 17.3] 25.2] 15.6] 2¢.5] 776 | 81.6] 19.0] 7.5{ 19.4] 15.3| 22.4} 15.3 ;i s1.8] 0.0] 15.4} 13.7| 8.9 0.3
-t 741 775 .
088 267 | 148 247 | 19 247 | 162 .
BRENTWOOD MIDOLE 726 | 59.9] 50.6] 20.3] 29.1] 29.1] 51.6| 788 | 77.3] 20.6] 10.1] 24.7] 21.9] 78.7] 23.21 2.6 | 66.6] 0.0} 22.7 23.9] 25.9] 0.0
720 753 2.8
" 080 239 | 165 239 | 197 260 | 179
* € E WILLIAMS MIDDLE 537 | 9.0l 37.2] 18.8] 34.7] 32.2| 29.7] 767 | s2.0] 18.4] 9.6¢] 15.5] 19.2] 21.8| 22.6} 3.0 | 7.6} o0.0f 16.7| 21.3 12.5] 4.2
‘ 735 m 3.0
022 156 | 104 157 | 113 157 | 83
COURTENAY MIDDLE 722 | 66.71 31.4] 16.0] 47.4] 21.8] 32.1] 741 | 72.0] 23.6| 7.6] 28.7] 21.0] 28.7| 31.8| 2.6 | 52.9] 0.0] 20.4] 37.6) 33.8 3.2
: 722 : 737 2.6
077 322 | 257 321 | 289, 322 | 295
DRAYTON HALL HIODLE scH | 765 | 79.8] 34.5] 12.4] 18.0] 16.9] 22.4] 801 | 90,0} 11.8] «.0] 11.8] 10.0} 17.1} 10.6} 3.6 | 91.6] 0.0 4.7| 6.2} 5.3] 1.2
761 798 3.5 | -
095 182 | 146 182 | 151 182 | 145
FORT Joiison MIDDLE ScH | 767 | 80.2) 29.1] 14.3] 30.2] 14.3] 21.4| 776 | 83.0] 25.9| 6.2] 15.9] 18.7] 20.9| 23.1} 3.1 | 79.7] 0.0 13.2] 28.7 13.2{ 2.2
770 777 33| -
032 163 | 108 163 | 123 162 | 110
HAUT GAP MIDDLE 725 | 66.3] 35.6| 19.6| 43.6] 20.9] 38.7] 738 | 75.5] 22.1] ¢.1| 22.7] 22.1] 27.0| 28.2] 2.8 | 67.9] 0.0] 16.0| 24.7] 26.0| 0.6
718 735 2.7
035 152 | 129 : 163 | 140 151 | 134
JAMES ISLAND MIDDLE 767 | 8¢.9] 28.3] 7.2] 16.4] 11.2] 21.7] 794 | 91.5] 7.8| 7.2| 10.5] 7.2} 15.7| m.1] 3.2 | 88.7] 0.0 8.6]10.6] 6.6} 0.0
764 784 3.1
038 i41 192 | 153 192 | 163 190 | 165 :
LAING MIODLE 1 776 | 79.71 26.6] 8.9] 19.8] 14.1] 19.3] 795 | e4.9] 12.5] ¢.3] 16.1] 15.1] 24.0] 11.5] 3.3 | 86.8} ©.0| 7.9] 10.5} 11.1} 0.5 |
767 795 - 3.4 1 45}‘\
Q 1 - )
X EMCS ; NOTE: AREAS NEEDING IMPROVEMENT IN WRITING
e f ARE ONLY INDICATED FOR STUDENTS WHO
A ; DID NOT MEET THE STANDARD.




SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM corr»

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL ) GRADE 8 f
DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON TEST DATE:  MAY 87
TOTAL TESTED: 2915
0 PERCENT NEEDING 0 PERCENT NEEDING o PERCENT NEEDING
220 lESE IMPROVEMENT o F 1 MPROVEMENT zlz |Z& IMPROVEMENT
<wlon ol 68 © o {045
EBG e o | B > gam GZo] %2 w w | suw |Z80[56Z 2 o z| 8
s280ezsl o | 218 | B |30 [330(268[2 ) o | 8| S8 2 |22 Espldsa) £ 8| 2 |140| &
J%ulo pul W el a5 [Z2ulros| 5 z1 2 1&9] @ | sk 1328100 € g 5| &) @
azdiuizC| O < 3 Z2 |03 az4|1g520] 0= & z | Bl § £I (Hz01E0 g T a ezl 9
(o] zm 8 g g [ o [ § m o o < ] z Ly {F= Il‘ﬁ 4 1 wea -3
Fs9 ) osa|= w 2| e Z | z5 |o= g s 7]
NAME 2% 5% 23%13¢ |°% 23 [e® 15 | % g% 8
041 48 | 19 48 | 29 48 | 30
LINCOLN HI o7 | 39.6] 64.6| 27.1] 47.9] 27.1] 47.9] 721 | 60.4] 25.0] 6.3 39.6] 22.9] @1.7} 22.9} 2.7 } 62.5 0.0] 33.3] 31.3} 25.0| 0.0
683 722 2.7
049 ) 160 | 89 161 | 112 159 | 104
MORNINGSIDE MIDDLE 70 | 5.6 48.1] 20.6] 45.6] 36.4] a3.8] 736 | 69.6] 26.1| 16.3] 28.0| 25.5| 32.9] 29.8} 2.8 | 65.4 0.0f 27.7| 25.2| 22.6{ 1.9
707 738 2.8
050 195 | 146 195 | 156 195 | 159
HOULTRIE MIDDLE 228 | 74.9] 4.1| 15.9] 21.5] 22.1] 26.7] 783 | e0.0] 24.9] 13.3] 21.0] 20.0} 22.1] 19.5} 3.2 | 81.5 0.0] 11.8} 14.9] 10.3| 0.5
. 763 792 3.3
083 209 | 138 208 | 157 206 | 133
NORMAN C TOOLE MIDDLE 282 | 66.0] 36.8| 22.5| 35.4| 13.4| 38.8] 747 | 75.5] 17.3| 10.6] 27.4| 22.6| 25.5] 22.1] 2.8 } 64.6] 0.0 z5.2| 33.0| 27.7] 3.4
726 744 2.8
063 195 | 132 195 | 140 19 | 112
RIVERS HIDDLE 192 | 67.71 36.4] 22.1] 35.4] 30.8| 35.4] 743 | 71.8] 26.7] 15.9] 23.1} 20.7] 33.3) 2¢.3} 2.7 | 67.7} 0.0} 284 38.7| 35.1] 0.5
728 742 2.7
065 147 | 68 1e | 83 48 | 65
SCHRODER R D MIDDLE 50 | 46.3] 49.7] 36.1] 50.3} 28.6] 53.7] 706 | 56.1 46.6| 12.8] 37.2} 32.4] 41.2| 35.8 2.5 | 43.2; 0.0} 51.1 51.4! 37.8] 5.4
690 70¢ y 2.4
0688 NOTE: AREAS NEEDING IMPROVENZNT IN WRITING
ERIC ARE ONLY INDICATED FOR STUDENTS WHO
RI 143 DID NOT MEET THE STANDARD.

| . | 144




APPENDIX H

Item Response Summaries
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. B B A
Shatetie 954 o 4 PN Celee e xge *w P

DISTRICT COPY

YHE TTEM RESPONSE SUMARY PROVIDES DESCRIPTIVE INFORMATION ABOUT GROUP THE PERCENT OF STUDENTS REZPOHDING CORRECTLY TO EACH ITEM IS PROVIDES AT
AND STATENIDE PERFORMANCE ON THE SPECIFIC IT¢M USER TO ASSESS A SUBSKILL. A3 THE SCHOOL, DISTRICT, AND STATZ LEVELS, BY CONPARING OROUP TO STATENIDE
§.  YOU REVIEM THE INDIVIDUAL ITEM DESCRIPTIONS, YOU NILL NOTE THAT THERZ 1S A . PERFORMANCE, SPECIFIC AREAS Sf RELATIVE STRENGTIYS AND NEAKNESSES ON
POSSIBILITY THAT OTHER DISTINCT ITEM TYPES HAV SE ELIGIBLE YO ASSESS THE SAME OBJECTIVES CAN BE DETEMEHED,
SUBSKILL, CONSEQUENTLY, INTERPRETATION OF DATA SHOULD RELATE TO THE SPECIFIC -
A SINCE THE BSAP HAS DESIGNED TO. SAMPLE SENAVIORS FOR EACH OBJECTIVE, ™

MATURE OF TNE XTEM TESTED AND NOT EXTEND TO THE SUBSKILL ASSESSED. FOR
COMPLEVE LISTING OF ALL ELICIBLE XITEM VYPES FOR A GIVEN SIBSKILL, REFER YO ThHE REPORT DOES NOT PROVIOE COMPREHENSIVE DIAGNOSYIC INFORHATION. THE DISTRICT'§:-
SKILL DIFFICULTY CHARTS IN THE TEACHING AND TESTING OUR BASIC 3KILL3 OBJECTIVES | METHODS OF PROVIDING CONTINUOUS ASSESSHENT FOR EACH INDIVIDUAL STUDENT SHOULD

: BE UTILIZYD TO GATHER ‘THIS TYFZ OF DIAGNOSTIC INFORHATION. )

HANUALS (TaT).

BELOW IS & LIST OF THE SUBSKILLS TESTED AND THE SUBSKILL COOES USED ON VHIS REPORT.
REFERENCE WSACE (RE) THE STUDENT CA

- | DM REFERBICE SIVRCES,
. ]
VESTED AT GRADES: ! 1, 23568 SELECTING A REFERENCE SOUSCE - THE STUDENT CAN
, SELECT THE APPROPRIATE REFERENCE SOURCE FOR
1, 2,35 6,8 pHi. - THE STUDENT CAN RECOGNIZE ; REQUESTED INFORMATION.
HORDS BY SIGHT. .
‘ 1,236 USING A REFERENCE SOURCE - THE STUDENT CAN USE A
1, 23 P2, PHIMETIC BECNOING ~ THE STUDENT CAN RECOGNIZE : REFERENCE SOURCE TO FIND REQUESTED INFORHATION.
HORDS BY APPLYING PHONETIC RULES. \
2,5 6,8 DHS, CONTEXTUAL MORD WEAMING - THE STUDENT CAN '
DETERMINE THE MEANINGS OF HORDS USED IN A ,
SELECTION FROH THE CONTEXT OF THE SELECTION. ! 1, 2,5, 6, 8 HAXING COHPARISONS ~ THE STUDENT CAN HAKE
" i COMPARISONS BASED ON A READING SELECTION.
6 8 Dits, - THE STUDENT C ‘

STBUCTURAL HORD MEANING
DETERMINE THE MEANINGS OF HORDS IN A SELECTION BY
APPLYING STRUCTURAL RULES,

DETERMINING CAUSE AND EFFECT - THE STUDENT CAN
DEDUCE CAUSES AND EFFECTS BASED ON A READING

m.
1,2, 3,6, 8 M2,
Iz,
s,

SELECTION, .
1, 2,3, 6, 8 DRAHTNG CONCLUSIONS ~ THE STUDENT CAN DRAN
CONCLUSTONS BASED OH A READING SELECTION.
1,2, 3,68 ° ' 1,2, 3,6, 8 PREDICYING OUTCOMES - THE STUDTNT CAN PREDICY
OUTCOHES BASED ON A READING SELECTION.
Mmmmmmw ANA LY AHA
SELECYION, , SELECTION,
1, 2,3 ¥n. - THE STUDENT CAN IDENTIFY OR 1,02, 3,6, 8 ALl. HAYU)Z OIF INFORMATION - THE STUOENT CAN DEVECHINE
GENERATE A VERBATIM SVATEMENT OF THE MAIN IDEA THE NATURE OF THE INFORMATION PRESENTED IN A
o HHEN THE MAIN IDEA XS EXPLICITLY STAYED IN A . READING SELECTION.
READING SELECVION, ’
1,2, 3, 6, 8 AlZ. STRUCTURAL ELEMENTS ~ THE STUDENT CAN DETERHINE
1,23 6 8 Kz, ? IDEA ~ THE STUDENT CAM IDENTIFY THE STRUCTURAL ELEfIENTS UTILIZED IN A READING
N OR GENERATE A PARAPHRASED STATEMENT OF THE HAIN SELECTION.
) ]_ 4 6 IDEA HHEN THE MAIN IDEA IS EXPLICIVLY SVATVED IH A :
: READING SELECTION. 1, 2,35, 6 8 ALS. PMETORYCAL DEVICES ~ VHE STUDENT CAN DEVERHINE
: THE RHETORICAL DEVICES UTILIZED IN A READING
wl, 2, 35 6 8 MIZ. IMFEBRED MAYM IDEA - THE STUDENT CAN IDENTXFY OR SELECTION. 147
“a GENERATE AN INFERRED STATEMENT OF TH® MAIN IDEA 2
v . MIEN THE MAIN IDEA IS NOT EXPLICITLY STATED IN A s Als. €CB ~ THE STUDENT CAN DETERHINE
; 'ERIC | . READING SELECTION. RELATIOHGHIPS BETHEEN STRUCTURAL ELEHENTS IN A

vT

READING SELECVION.
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DYSTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON

GRADE 01  READING

DECODING AND HORD MEANING (M)
THE STUDENT CAN USE HORD RECOCHITION SKILLS AND CAN DETERHING THE HEANTNGS OF WOROS.

1-DH1 IDENTIFY A PICTURE HHICH REPRESENTS A GRADE 1 SIGHT HORD -

Z-Dﬂi IDENTIFY A PICTURE HHICH REPRESEN(S A GRADE 1 SIGHT HORD

3-DHL IDENTIFY A PICTURE HHICH REPRESENTS A GRADE 1 SIGHT HORD

4-DH2 - IOENTIFY A NONSENSE HORD BY RECOGNIZING THE ENDING CONSONANT BLEND
5-DW2 IDENTIFY A NONSENSE HORD BY RECOGNIZI'S THE INITIAL CONSOMANT BLEND
6-DH2 IDENTIFY A NONSENSE HORD BY RECOGHIZING THE INITIAL CONSONANT BLEND

DEVAILS (DE)s
THE STUDENT CAN ACCURATELY COHPREHEND THE DETAILS IN A READING SELECTION.

1-DEO COMPRENEND A DETAIL FROM A SELECTION -~ Hi0

2-DEO COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROM A SELECTION - HOW MANY \
3-DE0 COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROM A SELECTION - WHICH

4-DEO COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROM A SELECTION - WHERE

5-0EO C(I“’R.EHEND A DETAIL FROM A SELECTION - HHEN

6-DEO COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROM A SE.I..ECTIN - HHAT

HAIN IDEA (HI):
YAE STUDENT CAM DETERNIHC THE HATN IDEA OF A READING SELECTION.

1-HI1 SELECT THE MAIN IDEA WHICH IS RESTATED FROH A SELECTION
2-HI1 SELECT THE MAIN IDEA WHICH 1S RESTATEO FROM A SELECTION
-
3-H12 SELECT THE MAIN IDEA RHICH 1S PARAPHRASED FROM A SELECTION
4-HI2 SELECT THE MAIN IDEA WUIICH IS PARAPHRASED FROM A SELECYION
5-HI3 SELECT THE MAIN IDEA HHICH MUST BE INFERRED FROM A SELECTION
6-HI3 SELECT TIIE MAIN IDEA RHICH HUST BE INFERRED FROH A SELECTION
-
g INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS ABOVE THE STATE
EMC‘-“ IHDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICY PERFORMANCE IS BELOW THE STATE

148

SOUTE CAROLINA BSAP ITEM RESPONSE SUMMARY

DISTRICT COPY
DATE: MAY 87
PAGE: 1 ' -
DISTRICT STATE DISTRICT-STATE
% RIGHT % RIGHT DIFF 7% RIGHT
98.1 98.2 - a
97.4 %%.6 . .8
89.2 88.2 . + 1.0
96.0 9.3 - .3
9.0 9.1 -
79.8 79.0 + .8
81.7 4.1 - 2.4
76.8 79.4 - 2.6
7.3 7%.1 - 2.8
71.4 76.% - 5.0
4.8 67.0 - 2.2
60.6 65.4 - 4.8
0.5 9.5 - 1.0
81.9 83.7 - 1.8
5.1 88.0 - 1.9
84.1 85.2 - 1.1
87.7 89.7 - 2.0
74.3 7.4 - 3.1
149
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\ ; DISTRICT COPY (
. DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTOR ' SOUTH CAROLINA BSAP XTEM RESPONSE SUMHARY DATE: MAY 87 ;.
GRADE 01 - READING PAGE: 2 .
: ' : DISTRICT STATE DISTRICT-STATE | «
: \ £ RIGHT 2% RIGHT DIFF £ RIGHT ‘
. PEFEREICE WSAGE (REL: ' ' a4
'Jl!smancmwmlmmtmmmnmmmmmm. : . : L“
‘ 2-RE1  SELECT THE'BEST REFERENCE SOURCE FOR A SPECIFIED PURPOSE - TABLE OF 78.1 ol.8 - 3.7
2-%E2 USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORHATION - PICTURE DICTIONARY 9%.e .2 - .
s-REZ  USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORMATION - TABLE OF CONTENTS 9.2 n.1 - .9 |
A-NEZ, USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORMATION - TABLE OF CONTENTS 89.1 9.0 - 1.9
B-RE2  USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORMATION - TABLE OF CONTENTS 2.3 93.7 - 1.4
6-REZ  USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORHATION - TABLE OF CONTENT3 ”n.s 93.4 - 1.6
;
INFERBICE (TN): '
msmancmmmnmmummcsmm. :
1-IH1  MAKE A COMPARISON BASED ON INFORMATION IN A SELECTION | 82.5 83.5 - 1.0
2-IN2  IDENTIFY THE CAUSE FOR AN EVENT DESCRIBED IN A SELI:CTION 79.4 83.4 - 4.0
3-INS  ORAH AN APPROPRIATE CONCLUSION BASED ON INFORMATION IN A SELECTION 73.3 75.1 - 1.8
4-INS  DRAM AN APPROPRIATE CONCLUSION BASED ON INFORMATION IN A SELECTION 76.3 76.4 - a
S-IN¢  PREDICT AN OUTCOHE BASED ON INFORMATION IN A SELECTION ) 85.6 85.4 + .2
6-ING  PREDICT AN OUTCOME BASED ON INFORMATION XN A SELECTION ‘ 75.4 7.3 - 1.9
ANA'.YSIS OF LYTERATURE (ALN:
THE STUDENT CAN CRITICALLY ANALYZE A READING SELECTION.

1-AL1 IDENTIFY A SENTENCE IN HHICH THE NATURE OF INFORHATION IS MAKE-BELIEVE 77.8 - 80.9 - 3.1

2-AL1 IDENTIEY A SENTENCE IN HHICH THE NATURE OF INFORHATION IS HAKE-BELIEVE n.7 74.8 - 3.1

- 3-ALS ANALYZE A SELECTION TO IDENTIFY A STRUCTURAL ELENMENT ~ DESCRIPTION OF CHARACTER 75.8 78.4 - 2.6

4-\L2 AMALYZE A SELECTION TO IDENTIFY A STRUCTURAL ELEMENT ~ SUMMARY OF THE PLOT 71.4 72.1 - 7

15 (T-AI.! ANALYZE A SELECTIOM YO IDENTIFY A RHETORICAL DEVICE - RHYME 72.0 74.1 - 2.1
- 6-AL3 ANALYZE A SELECTION YO IDENTIFY A RHETORICAL DEVICE ~ RHYHE ' ) i 6%5.2 6.6 - 2.4

-

O INOICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS ABOVE THE STATE ' 1 5 j_
EMC INDXCATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORHANCE IS BELOW THE STATE ]

IText Provided by ERI( l




T

Bibr o et mcast e Tt

ERIC .

CEmem
~

" ".PISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON

SOUTH CAROLINA BSAP ITEM RESPONSE SIRRARY
CRADE 02 READING

TNG AND HORD HEANING (DH)s
THE STUDENT CAN USE HORD RECOCNIYXON SKILLS ANC CAN DETERMINE THE MEANINGS OF WORDS.

1-DH1  IDENTIFY A DEFINITION OF A SRADE 2 SIGHT HORD
2-pH1  IDENTIFY A DEFINITION OF A ORADE 2 SIGHT HORD
3-pH2  IDENTIFY A NONSENSE HORD BY RECOGNIZING THE CONSOMANT DIGRAPH
4-DHz  IDENTIFY A NONSENSE WORD BY RECOGNIZING THE FINAL COMHON HORD ENDING
5-DHS  IDENTIEY A DEFINITION OF AN UNKNOWN NORD USING THE SITUATION AS A CONTEXT CLUE
¢-DHS  IDENTIFY A DEFINITIOK UF AN UNKNOHH HORD USING THE SITUATION AS A CONTEXT CLUE
DETAILS (DEX
“YHE STUDENT CAN ACCURATELY COMPREHEND THE DETAILS IH A READING SELECTIOM. ‘
' 1-DEC  COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROM A SELECTION - HHICH
2-DEG  COMPREHEND A DETATL FROH A SELECTION - WHERE
3.DE0  COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROM A SELECTION - WHERE
4-DE0  COMPHEHEND A DETAIL FROH A SELECTION - HHEN
5-DEC  COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROH A SELECTION - HHO
6-DEQ  COMPREHENC A DETAIL FROM A SELECTION - HIAT
-

s

HALN IDEA (HK)s
THE STUDENT CAN DETERHINE THE HATH IDEA OF A READING SELECTION.

1-#I1 SELECT A MAIN IDEA HHICH IS RESTATED FROH A SELECTIM
2-HIl SELECT A MAIN IDEA WHICH IS RESTATED FROM A SELECTIOH
3-HI2 SELECT A MAIN IDEA HHICH IS PARAPHRASED FROM A SELECTION
4-HI2 SELECT A MAIN IDEA HHICH IS PARAPHRASED FROM A SELECTZON
5-HI3 SELECT A HAIN XDEA HHICH MUST BE INFERRED FROH A SELECTION
6-HI3 SELECT A MAIN IDEA WHICH HUST BE INFERRED FROM A SELECTION

% "4 THDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE 1S AB0VE THE STATE
Q -# INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE 1S BELOH THE STATE

152

DISTRICT
Z RIGHT

88.4
2.9
98.7
99.5
93.1
75.9

%%.2
92.4
87.9
89.0
85.1
87.2

88.0
80.6
85.8
79.3
85.8
64.7

STATE
7 RIGUT

88.3
8.5
99.2
90.5
76.1

92.9
91.0
86.3
87.5
84.2

84%.9

- 87.0

82.3
83.2
79.3
82.5

61.4

DATE: MAY 87
PAGE: 1

DISTRICT COPY

¥ ’

DISTRICT-STATE
DIFF 7Z RIGHT

+ 4.6
¢ .2
+ 3
+ 2.6

+ 1.3
+ 1.4
+ 1.6

¢+ 1.5

¢+ 1.0
- 17
¢+ 2.6
+ .0
+ 3.3
+ 3.3




1-AL1
2-ALl
3-AL2
4-AL2
5 4 5-AL3
6-AL3

ANALYSIS DF LITERATURE (AL):
THE STUDENT CAN CRETICALLY MALYZE A READING SELECTION.

' o .

[ R INDICATES AVERAGE JISTRICT PERFORHANCE 1 ABOVE THE STATE

- LI\ » tNOICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS BELOH THE STATE
o

OISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON SOUTH CAROLINA BSAP XTEM RESPONSE SUMHARY

GRADE 02 READING

1 nerensice wsaoe s :
THE STVOENT CAN LOCATE AND YTILIZE DESIRED INFORH/VION IN AEFERBICE SOURCES.

1-REL  SELECT THE DEST REFERENCE SOURCE FOR A SPZCIFIED PURPOSE - TABLE OF CONTENTS
2-REL  SELECT THE BEST REFERENCE SOURCE FOR A SPECIFIED PURPOSE - PICTURE' DICTIONARY
3-RE2  USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORMATION - HAP
4-REZ  USE A REFERENCE SOURCE VO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORHATION - TABLE OF CONTENTS
S-REZ  USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORMATION - TABLE OF CONTENTS
) G-REZ  USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED TNFORMATION ~ PICTURE DICTICHARY
TNFERENCE (IN)s i
THE STUDENT CAN HAKE YALID INFERENCES ADOUT A READING SELECTION.
1INl HAKE A COMPARISON BASED ON INFORMATION TN A SELECTION i
2-IM1  HAKE A COMPARISON BASED ON INFORMATION IN A SELECTION i
3-IN2  JOENTIFY THE EFFECT FOR EVENT DESCRIBED IN A SELECTION
4-INS  DRAN AN APPROPRIATE CONCLUSION BASED ON INFORHATION IN A SELECTION
5-ING  PREDICT AN OUSCOMC BASED ON INFORMATION IK A SELECTION '
-ING

PREDICT AN OUTCOME BASED ON INFORMATION IN A SELECTION l

IDENTIFY A SENTENCE IN HHICH THE NATURE OF INFOSHATION IS HAKE-BELIEVE
'+ XDENTIFY A SEN}EME IN HHICH THE NATURE OF INFORMATION XS MAKE-BELIEVE
ANAL?iE A SELECTION TO IOENTIFY A STRUCTURAL ELEMENT ~ SETTING
ANALYZE A SELECTION TO IDENTIFV A STRUCTURAL ELMN!‘ ~ SETTING
ANA'&YIE"A SELECTION TO IDENTIFY A RHEVORICAL DEVICE - RHYHE

ANALYZE A SELECTION TO IDENTIFY A RHETORICAL DEVICE - RHYME

DISTRICY
Z RIGHT

8.8
86.8
% .4
92.7
95.3
%.3

89.6
86.6
83.3
87.2
88.0
85.7

£8.2
87.4
93.7
92.2
81.3
66.1

STATE
£ RIGHT

85.6
87.0
%.5
92.8
.5
92.5

88.6
84.7
82.3
86.0
86.2
83.8

86.6
85.3
9.9
90.7
82.6
71.6

DISTRICT COPY

DATE: HMAY 87
PAGE: ¢

OISTRICT-STATE
OIFF Z RIGHT

- .2
+ 1.9
- .1
+ 1.0
+ 1.8

+ 1.0
+ 1.9
+ 1.0
+ L2
+ 1.8
+ 1.9

+ 1.6
+ 2.1
+ 1.8
+ 2.6
- 1.3

5.8
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DECOOING AMD

THE STUDENT
1-DHL
2-DHL
3-DiH2
\-DH2
5-DN3
6-DH3

DETAILS . ¢DE):

A, Y
. OISTRIET: 17 CHARLESTON

HORD NEANING (DH):

WWEMMMM“ILBNWMMWWWS.

IDENTIFY A DEFINITION OF A GRADE 3 SIGHT WORD
IDENTIFY A DIFINITION OF A GRADE 3 SIGHT HORD

ASENTEFY A NONSENST HORD BY RECOGNIZING THE INITIAL CONSONANT BLEND

IDENTIFY A NONSENSE NORD BY RECOGNIZING A COMION HORD ENDING

IDENTIFY A DEFINITION OF AN LSIKNOHN MORD USING THE SITUATION AS CONTEXT CLUE
IDENTIFY A DEFINITION OF AN UNKNOHM HORD USINS THE SIT'ATION AS CONTEXT CLUE

THE STUDENT CAN ACCURATELY COHPREHEHD THE DETAILS 2N A READING SELECTION.

1-DEO
2-DEO
3-DEC
4-DEO
5-DEO

4-DEO

COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROH A SELECTION - NHO
COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROH A SELECTION - HHAT
COHPREHEND A DETAIL FROH A SELECTION ~ HHEN
COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROM A SELECTION - HHAT
CONPREHENO A DETAIL FROM A SELECTION - SEQUENCE
COHPREHEND A DETAIL FROH A SELECTION - SEQUENCE

MAIH IDEA (HID:
THE STUDENT CAM DETERMINE THE MATH IDEA OF A READING SELECVXOM.

1-HI1
2-u11
3-HI2
4-MI2
5-HI3

SELECT THE MAIN IDEA i#ICH IS RESTATEZD FROM A SELECTION
SELECT THE HAIN IDEA HHICH IS RESTATED FROM A SELECTION
SELECT THE MAIN XIDEA WHICH IS PARAPHRASED FROM A SELECTION
SELECT THE MAIN XDEA WHICH IS PARAPHRASED FROM A SELECTION
SELECT THE HAIN IDEA WHICH MUST BE INFERRED FROM A SELECTION
SELECT ‘I’ll.E HAIN IQEA RHICH MUST BE INFERRED FROM A SELECTION

» "+* INOICATES AVERAGE DISTRICTY PERFORMANCE IS ABOVE THE STATE
:l s INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PEfFORHANCE IS BELOH THE STATE

[ 6-H13
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SOUTH CAROLINA BSAP ITEM RESPONSE SUMHARY
SRADE O

DISTRICT
# RIGHT

6.7
80.2
9%.1
97.8
9.7

9.0

%.2
97.8
9.0
9.3
9.5

9.3

9.3
82.9
93.9
60.0
90.5
88.8

DISTRICT COPY

PATE: WAV 87
PAGE: 1 ’

STATE
4 RIGUT

93.0
67.4
9.3
9%%.7
9.0
9.1

9.0
9%.2
91.4
92.8
87.9

86.9

68.0
81.5
9.0
54.5
86.3
84.9

DISTRICT-STAYE.
DIFF 7 RIGHT

+ 3.7
+ 12.8
- .2
¢+ 3.1
+ 3.7

+ 3.2
+ 1.3
+ 2.6
+ 1.5
+ 3.6
+ 4.4

+ 3.3
+ l.4
+ 2.9
+ 5.5
4+ 4.2
+ 3.9




/{ DISTRICT:

PEFERENCE VSAVE (RE)s
THE STUDENT CAN LOCATE AND VTILIZE DESIRED INFORHATION IN REFERENCE SOURCES.

1-RE1

17 CHARLESTON

i
!

SOUTH CARGLINA BSAP 'ITEM RESPONSE SUMHARY
GRADE OSi READING

|
|
!

SELECT THE BEST REFERENCE SOURCE FOR A SPECIFIED PURPOSE - ENCYCLOPEUTA

2-REL  SELECT THE BEST REFERENCE SOURCE FOR A SPECIFIED PURPOSE - VABLE OF CONTENTS
S-RE2  USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORMATION - TABLE OF  CONTENTS
A-REZ  USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED IN/ORHATION - CARD CATALOG
5-RE2  USE A REFERENCE SOURCE 70 LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORMATION - HAP
6-REZ  USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INCORMATION - DICTIONARY

INFERENCE (IN):

THE STUDENT CAN HAKE VALID INFERENCES ABOUT A READING SELECTION.
1-INL  MAKE A COMPARISON BASED ON INFORMATION IN A SELECTION
2-IN2  IDENTIFY THE EFFECT OF AN EVENT DESCRIBED IN A SELECTION
s-IN2  IDENTIFY THE CAUSE OF AN EVENT DESCRIBED IN A SELECVION
4-INS  DRAH AN APPROPRIATE CONCLUSION BASED ON INFORMATION IJ A SELECTION
E-INS  DRAM AN APPROPRIATE CONCLUSION BASED OH INFORMATION IN A SELECTION
¢-ING  PREDICT AN OUTCOME BASED ON INFORMATION IN A SELECTION

AHALYSIS OF LITERATURE (AL)s

THE STUDENT CAN CRITICALLY AMALYZE A READING SELECTIOS. ]
1-ALL  IDENTIFY A SENTENCE IN WHICH THE NATURE OF INFORHATION IS MAKE-BELTEVE
2-ALL  IOENTIFY A SENTENCE IN WHICH THE NATURE OF INFORMATION IS MAKE-BELIEVE

= s-AL2  ANALYZE A SELECTION TO IDENTIFV A STRUCTURAL ELEMENT - SUMHARY OF THE PLOT
4-ALz  ANALYZE A SELECTION YO IDENTEFY A STRUCTURAL ELEHENT - DESCRIPTION - THE CHARACT
158 5-ALS  ANALYZE A SELECTION TO ZDENTIFY A RHETORICAL DEVICE - SIHILE
. 6-AL3

ANALYZE A SELECTION TO IDENTIFY A RHETORICAL DEVICE - SIMILE

INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS ABCVE THE STATE
INGICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS BELOH THE STATE

DISTRICT
Z RIGHT

57.9
72.6
9.4
9.5
7.4
89.7

%.1
87.1
78.6
93.3
91.6
89.5

95.9
95.3
97.4
89.5
58.6
65.0

STATE
£ RIGHT

60.9
7.5
98.6
95.7
88.5
83.9

93.2

82.9
74.8
n.3
a87.8
84.7

9%.7
93.7
95.3
86.1
59.0
69.2

PISTIICT CoPY

HAY 87
3

DISTRICT-STATE

DIFF % RIGHT

- 3.0
+ 11
+ .8
+ 1.8
+ 2.9
¢ 5.8

+ 1.9
+ 4.2
+ 3.8
+ 2.0
+ 3.8
+ 4.8

’ l.z

+ 21
+ 3.4
- .4
- 4.2
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* oiSTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON

CRIC §
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SOUTH CAROLINA ASAP ITEM RESPONSE SUMHARY
GRADE 06  READING

. DECODING AND HORD WEANDNG (DH):

MSMWCMMWRW“ILLSNWW!&WWW-
1-DH1 IDENVIFY A DEFINITION OF A GRADE & SIGHT WORD
2-9“1 IOENTIFY A DEFINITION OF A GRADE 6 SIGHT HORD
. 3-DH3 IDENTIFY A DEFINITION OF AN UNKNOHN HORD USING THE SITUATION AS A CONTEXT CLUE
4-DHS  IDENTIFY A DEFINITION OF AN UNKNOHN HORD USING THE SITUATION AS A CONTEXT CLUE
5-DH4 ° IOENTIFY A DEFINITION BY APPLYING A STRUCTURAL RULE - SUFFIX
6-DH4 IDENTIFY A DEFINITION BY APPLYING A STRUCTURAL RULE - PREFIX
DETAILS (DEMs
THE STUDENT CAN ACCURATELY COHPREHEND THE DETAILS IN A READDNG SELECTIOM.
1-CEO COMPREHEND £ DETAIL FROM A SELECTION - HOH
2-0EO0 COHPREHEND A DETAIL FROM A SELECTION - W0
3-DEO COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROH A SELECTVION - HHAT
4-0EO COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROH A SELECTION - HOH
5-DEO COMPREHEND A DEYAIL FROH A SELECTION - SEQUENCE
6-0EO0 COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROH & SELECTIG - SEQUENCE
HATN IDEA C(HID:
THE STUDENT CAN DETERHINE YHE HAIH XOEA OF A READXIIG SELECTION.
1-HI2 SELECT THE HAIN IDEA WHICH IS PARAPHRASED FROH A SELECTION
e-HI2 SELECT THE HAIN IOEA HHICH IS PARAPHRASED FROH A SELECTION
3-HI2 SELECT THE MAIN IDEA RHICH IS PLRAPHRASEO FROM A SELECTION
4-HI3 SELECT THE {AIN IDEA HHICH HUST BE INFERRED FROH A SELECTION
§-MI3 SELECT THE HAIN ;DEA WHICH MUST BE INFERRED FROH A SELECTION
6-HI3 SELECY THE MAIN IDEA RHICH HUST BE INFERRED FROH A SELECTION

% “#* INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICY PERFORMAHCE IS ABOVE THE SVATE
Q =% INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS BELOH THE STATE
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DISTRICY
4 RIGHT

%.7
69.9
7.8
7.0
67.8

10.1

%22.0
971.5
85.7
84.4
90.2
83.3

93.5
72.6
55.2
73.2
8.9
70.5

STATE
7 RIGHT

93.4
89%.6
7.6
%.7
65.7
6.8

9.0
6y.5
83.4
80.7
87.9

81.3

3.4
70.7
£3.3
5.7
66.5
66.8

DISTRICT COPY

DATE:S
PAGE:

HAY
14

DISTRICY-STATE
DIFF % RIGHT

&7
3

1.3
.3
.2
3

2.1

3.3

1.6
3.0
2.3
3.7
2.3

2.0

.1
1.8
1.9
2.5
2.4
3.7
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-DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON SOUTH CAROLINA BSAP ITEH RESPONSE SUMMARY
GRADE 06 READING

REFERENCE USAGE (RE): .
THE STUDENT CAN LOCATE AND UTILIZE DESIRED INFURMATION IN REFERENCE SOURCES.

1-RE)! SELECT YHE BEST REFERENCE SOURCE FOR A SPECIFIED PURPOST ~ TELEPHONE DIRECTORY
2-RE1 SELECT THE BEST REFERENCE SOURCE FOR A SPECIFIED PURPOSE - MAP
3~RE2 USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TQ LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORMATION - INDEX
4-RE2 USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORHMATION - CARD CATALOG
5-RE2 USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORMATION =~ TELEPHONE DIRECTW.
6~RE2 USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORMATION -~ ENCYCLOPEDIA
IHEERENCE (XH)s
THE STUDENT CAN MAKE VALID INFERENCES ADDUT A READING SELECTION.
1-IN1 HAKE A COMPARISON BASED ON INFORMATION IN A SELECTION
2-IN2 IDENTIFY THE CAUSE FOR AN EVENT DESCRIBED IN A SELECTION
3-IN2 IDENTIFY THE CAUSE FOR AN EVENT DESCRIBEDG IN A SELECTION
4-IN3 DRAH AM APPROPRIATE CONCLUSION BASED ON INFORHAYION IN A SELECTION
5-IN3 DRAH AN APPROPRIATE £ONCLUSION BASED ON INFORMATION IN A SELECTIOH
6-ING PREDICT AN OUTCOME BASED ON XNFORMATION IN A SELECTION
ANALYSIS OF LITERATURE ¢AL): .
THE STUDENT CAN CRITICALLY AMALYZE A READING SELECTION.
1-AL1 IDENTITY A SENTENCE IN HHICH THE NATURE OF INFORHATION IS A FACT
2-ALl IDENTIFY A SENTENCE IN SHICH THE NATURE OF INFORMATION IS AN OPINION
3-AL2 ANALYZE A SELECTION TO IGENTIFY A STRUCTURAL ELEMENT - SETVIKS

4-AL2 ANALYZE A SELECTION TO IDENTIFV A STRUCTURAL ELEMENT - PLOT
18 ;}-Al.! ANALYZE A SELECTION TO IDENTIFY A RHETORICAL DEVICE ~ METAPHOR
6-AL3 ANALYZE A SELECTICN YO IDENTIFY A RHETORICAL DEVICE - HETAPHOR

. \‘L \
|- R | (CIH0ICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORHANCE IS ABOVE THE STATE
ammr INOICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT-PERFORHANCE IS BELOW THE STATE

DISTRICTY
Z RIGHT

93.1
92.0
93.6
20.3
90.7
91.0

69.9
85.1
70.2
72.6
61.2
82.0

67.3
60.3
61.2
51.5
77.2
6i.4

-4STRICT COPY
DATE:s HMAY 87
PAGE: 2
STATE DISTRICT-STATE

4 RIGHY DIFF 7 RIGHT
3.2 - .2
92.1 S |
92.6 + 1.0
89.4 + 9
90.7 + .0
84.0 + 7.0
67.0 + 2.9
82.0 + 31
66.1 + 4.1
70.3 + 2.3
60.1 + 1.1
81.0 + 1.0 .
65.4 + 3.9
57.6 + 2.7
65.8 - 4.7
51.5 + .0
75.6 + 1.6
63.0 1 B 3.6
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DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON

\
\
\
#
f
“

GRADE 08  READING

DECODING AND HORD MEANING (Did:
THE STUDENT CAN USE RORD RECOGNITION SKILLS AHD CAN DETERNINE THE MEANINGS OF HORDS.
1-DH1 IDERTIFY A DEFINITION OF A GRADE 8 SIGHT NORD
z-oﬁi IDENTIFY A DEFINITION OF A GRADE 8 SIGHT HORD
3-DH3 IDENTIFY A DEFINITION OF AN UNKNOHN NORD USING THE SITUATION AS A CONTEXT CLUE
§-DH3 IDENTIFY A DEFINITION OF AN UNKNOHN WORD USING TH: SITUATION AS A CONTEXT CLUE
5-DH% JDENTIFY A DEFINITION BY APPLYING A STRUCTURAL SLE - PREFIX
6~-DH4 IDENTIFY A DEFINITION BY APPLYING A STRUCTURAL RULE - PREFIX
DETAILS (DE): )
THE STUDENT CAN ACCURATELY COUPREHEND THE DETAILS IN A READINIG SELECTION.
1-DEOD COUPREHEND A DETAIL FROM A SELECTION - HOW HANY
2-DED EOHPREHENO A DETAIL FROM A SELECTION - HHERE
3-DEO COMPREHEND A DETAI. FROM A SELECTION - HHICH
4-DEOD COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROM A SELECTION - HHAT
5-DEOD COMTREHEND A DETAIL FROM A SELECTION ~ SEQUENCE
6-DED COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROM A SELECTION - WHY
HAIN IDEA (HID:
THE STUDENT CAM DETERHINE THE MAIN IDEA OF A AEADING SELECTIMH.
1-M12 SELECT THE MAIN InEA WHICH IS PARAPHRASED FROM A SELECTION
2-MI12 SELECT THE HAIN IDEA HHICH IS PARAPHRASED FROY R SELECTION
3-MI2 SELECT THE BAIN IDEA WUICH IS PARAPHRASED FROM A SELECTION
4-34I3 SELECT THE MAIN IDEA HHICH HUST BE INFERRED FROH A SELECTION
5-HI3 SELECT THE MAIN IDEA RHICH HUST BE INFERRED FROM A SELECTION
6-HI3 SELECT THE HAIN IDEA WHICH HUST BE IHFéRRED FROM A SELECTION

# "3% INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS ABOVE THE STATE
Qo INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE 1S BELOW THE STATE

SOUTH CAROLINA BSAP ITEM RESPONSE SUMHARY

DISTRICT
74 RIGHT

91.9
83.5
9.1
77.7
89.6
83.5

3.8
93.6
83.0
1.8
72.3
84.5

90.6
84.%
81.0
80.2
65.9
46.8

STATE
7 RIGHT

83.8
7.9
96.2
2.5
85.8
81.6

93.8
92.7
81.3
78.9
70.7
81.5

91.5
8l1.4
78.7
78.3
66.0
48.1
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3.1
3.6

.1
4.2
3.8
1.9

.0
.9
1.7
2.9
1.6

X.0

.9
3.0
2.3
1.9

.1

1.3
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DISTRICT COPY
DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON * SOUTH CAROLINA 8SAP ITEH RESPONSE SUHHARY DATE: HMAY 87
GRADE DS  READING . PASES 2
DISTRICTY STATE DISTRICY-STATE
H 4 RIGHT 7 RIGHT DIFF 7 RIGHT
REFERENCE USACE (RE): : B
‘ msmaq;mwcmmmuummmmmmmnmuma.
1-RE1 SELECT THE BEST REFERENCE SOURCE FOR A SPECIFIED PURPOSE - TELEPHONE DIRECTORY %4.7 92.9 + 1.8
1 2-RE1 SELECT THE BEST REFERENCE SOURCE FOR A SPECYFIED PURPOSE - CARD CATALOS 92.5 92.2 + .3
; 3-RE2 USE A REFERENCE SOURCE 70 LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORMATION - BISLIOGRAPHY 76.5 74 -4 ¢+ 2.1
4-RE2 USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED IN{DRHATIOH - HENSPAPER INOEX 88.6 82.0 ¢ 6.6
5-RE2 USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORMATION - DICTIONARY 87.6 &4.5 ¢+ 3.1
6-RE2 USE A REFERENCE SOURCE 70 LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORMATION - ENCYCLOPERIA 77.1 74.0 + 3.1
IHFEREIKE ¢IH):
TUIEREVSEAT CAN HAXE VALID THFERENCES ABOUT A READING SELECTION.
1-IN1 MAKE A COMPARISON BASED ON INFORHATION IN A SELECTION 78.6 73.6 + 5.0
2-1N2 JOENTIFY THE CAUSE FOR AN EVENT DESCRIBED IN A SLLECTION 78.5 77.1 + 1.4
3-IN2 IDENTIFY THE CAUSE FOR AN EVENT DESCRIBED IN A SELECTION 77.3 72.8 + 4.5
4-II3 DRAH AN APPROPRIATE CONCLUSION BASED OH INFORHMATION IN. A SELECT! i 69.0 67.7 + 1.3
T B-IN3S DRAH AN APPROPRIATE CONCLUSION BASED ON INFORMATICH IN A SELECTION 69.3 67.5 + 1.8
6-INA PREDICT AN OUTCOME BASED ON INFORMATION IN A SELECTION 76.6 77.0 - A
"1 AIALYSIS OF LITERATURE (ALh:
" T STUDENT CAN CAITICALLY ANALYZE A READING SELECTION. ,
: 1-ALY1 IDENTIFY A :gENl’Etl:E IN HHICH THE NATURE OF INFORMATION IS A FACY 78.6 75.2 + 3.4
2-AL1 IDENTIFY A SENTENCE IN WHICH THE HATURE OF INFORMATION IS A FACT 7.3 76.3 ] + 6.0
% - 3-AL2 AMALYVZE A SE‘ ECTION TO IDENTIFY A STRUCTURAL ELEMENT - CHARACTER 92.0 9.5 + 5
. P n“‘ﬂlz ANALYZE A SELECYION TO IDENTIFY A STRUCTURAL ELEHENT ~ PLOT ’ 65.8 66.8 - 1.0
L 605“(.3 AMALVZE A SELECTION TO IDENTIFY A RHETORICAL DEVICE ~ METAPHOR 71.9 70.9 + 1.0
o 6-ALY CRITICALLY ANALVZE THE SELECTION TO DETERMINE A CHARACTER'S POINT OF VIER 70.8 71.7 | - .9

i "= Na

. INOICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORHANCE IS BELOW THE STATE

« ) ¢

,l: MC ugw INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICY PERFORMANCE 1S ABOVE THE STATE ' . i
|

|
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- SOUTH CAROLINA BSAP IVEM RESPOHSE SUHHARY
GRADES 3 » & HATHEMATICS

v o«

THE ITEK RESPONSE SUHMARY PROVIDES DESCRIPTIVE INFORtATION ABOUT GROUP
AND STATEHIDE PERFORMANCE ON THE SPECIFIC ITEM USED TO ASSESS A SUBSKILL. AS
YOU REVIEW THE INDIVIDUAL ITEM DESCRIPTIONS, YOU WIL. NOTE THAT THERE IS A
POSSIBILITY THAT OTHER DISTINCT ITEM TYPES MAY BE ELIGIBLE TO ASSESS THE SAME

CONSEQUENTLY, INTERPRETATION OF DATA SHOULD RELATE YO THE SPECIFIC
MATURE OF THE ITEM VESTED AND HOT EXTEND TO THE SUBSKILL ASSESSED.

FOR A

COMPLETE LISTING O} "ALL ELIGIBLE ITEM TYPES FOR A GIVEN SUBSKILL, REFER TO THE
‘6KILL DIFFICULTY CHARTS IN THE TEACHING AND TESTING OUR BASIC SKILLS OBJECTIVES

HANUALS (TRT).

T

ot prmei

DISTRICT COPY

THE PERCENT OF STUDENTS RES( ONDING CORRECTLY TO EACH TTEH 18 PROVIDED AT
THE SCHOOL., DISTAICT, AND STATE LEVELS. BY COMPARING GROUP TO STAVERIDE
PERFORMANCE , SPECIFIC AREAS OF RELATIVZ STRENGTHS ANO WEAKNESSES ON
OBJECTIVES CAN BE DETERHINED.

B e

SINCE THE BSAP HAS DESIGNED TO SAMPLE BEHAVIORS FOR EACH OBJECTIVE, THE
KEPORT DOES NOT PROVIDE COMPREHENSIVE DIAGNOSTIC INFORMATION. TYHE DISTRICT'S
HETIIODS OF PROVIDING CC-ITINUOUS ASSESSHENT FOR EACH INDIVITUAL STUDENT SHOULD:"
BE UTILIZED TO GATHER THIS TYPE OF DIAGHOSTIC INFORHATION. '

BELOW IS A LIST OF THE SUBSKILLS TESTED AND THE SUBSKILL CODES USED ON THIS REPORT.

;wm&lﬁ“wm

TESTED AT GRADES:
1, 2,3

15 2, 3, 6, 8

15 2, 3, 6, 8

1, 2,35 6, 8

2, -6, 8

CIMTING ~ THE STUDENY CAN COUNT.

JOENTIEYING EQUIVALENCIES - THE STUOENT CAN
IDENTIFY EQUIVALENT HAYS OF  RESSING THE SANE
NUMERICAL QUANTITY.

ESTAR! TSHTNG RELATIOHSHIPS - THE STUDENT CAN
ESTABLISH RELATIONSHIPS BETHEEN NUMERICAL
EQUALITIES.

DETERHNINIG PLACE VALUE - THE STUDENT CM
DETERMINE ThE PLACE VALUE OF NUHERICAL QUANTITIES.

JHUTEQPRETING TABLES AND GRAPHS - THE STUOENT CAN
EXTRACT AND INTERPRET INFORMATION FROM TABLES AND
GRAPHS.

Wmmmmmmﬁﬂm

3y 23, 6, 8
wnly 25 35 6, 8

3, 6, 8

3’ 6’8

OF1. ADDIYION - THE STUDENT CAN ADD ACCURATELY.

QPz. SUBIRACYION - THE STUDENT CAN SUBTRACT
ACCURATELY.

fipx. HULIX - THE STUOENT CAN HULTIPLY
ACCURATELY.

ps,

DIVISION - TilE STUDENT CAN DIVIDE ACCURATELY.

1, 2, 3, 6, 8 MEL. mmmumntﬂﬂﬂm-me STUDENT
CAN DETERMINE THE APPROPRIATE TYPE OF MEASUREMENT
AND SELECT THE APPROPRIATE UNITS OF HEASUREHEMY
HITHIN A GIVEN HEASUREMENT SYSTEM.
3,6, 8 HE2. - THE STUDENT CAN ESTIMATE HEASURABLE
QUANTITIES HITHIN A GIVEN HEASUREHENT SYSTEM.
1, 2,3 8 mmmmmm-mswmmum
AND IHTERPRET ERFGRIATION BY USING A HEASURING
DEVICE WITHIN A GIVEN MEASUREHENT SYSTEM.
3, 6, 8 HEe. COMVERSIONS ANB OP - THE STUDENT CAN MAXE
NECCSSARY CONVERSIONS USING UNITS OF HEASUREMZNT
HITHIN A GIVEN HEASUREMENT SYSTEM ANO CAN PERFORH
CALCULATIONS HHICH HAY INVOLVE CONVERSICNS.
6 8 HEB, ~ THE STUDENT CAN READ, INTERPRET,
IND COMSTRUCT SCALE DRAHINGS HITHIN A GIVEN
HEASUREMENT SYSTEH,
MWW
1, 2, 35 65 8 GEL. - THE STUDENT CAN IDENTIFY
SEOHETRIC REPRESENTATIONS THROUGH THE USE OF
THEIR PROPERTIES.
1,2, 3 8 GE2. ~ THE STUDENT CAN CO. /ARE GEOMETRIC
REPRESENTATIONS THROUGH THE USE OF THEIR
PROPERTIES.
6 8 CE%. - THE STUDENT CAN APPLY GEGMETRIC
~ONCEPTS TO DETERUINE THE PERIMEVER, AREA, OR
\ "LUME OF GEOMETRIC REPRESENTATIONS.
W,mmmwmmmum
HATJSAATICS . ’

1, 2 35 6, 8

169




1-CN2
2-CNl
3-CN2
4-CN3
5-CH4
6-Chd

THE .STUDEMNT
1-0°1
2-0P1
3-0P1
A-0P2
3-0P2
6-0P2

HEASUREHENT

THE STUGENT
1-HE1
211
3-MEL

t 176 4-ME3

DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON

SOUTH CAROLINA BSAP ITEH RESPONSE SUMHMARY
GRADE 01 MATHEHMATICS

COMCEPTS (CH)s
THE STUDENT CAN APPLY MUHERICAL COMCEPTS.

COUNT NUMBER OF OBJECTS PICTURED

COUNT NUMBER OF OBJECTS PICTURED

IDENTIFY 2-DIGIT MRBER EQUIVALENT TO GIVEN MHORD HAHE

DETERMINE THO EQUIVALENT SETS BY MATCHING OBJECTS

IDENTIFY Z-DI(?I'I’ HABER EQUIVALENT 10 GIVEN HORD NAME

USE PLACE VALUE TO IDENTIFY DIGET IN ONE'S 'PLACE '

OPERATIONS (DP)s 1

CAN COHPUTE ACCURATELY.
ADD {VERT.): 1-DIGIT ¢ 1-pIGIT + 1-DIGIT, HHOLE NBSBERS, NO uzeaoimlm
ADD {HORIZ.)s 1-DISIT + 1-DIGIT, HHOLE MUMBERS, BASIC FACT < 18
ADD {VERT.)s 2-DIGIT ¢ 1-DICIT: HHOLE NUMBERS, NO REGROUPING
SUBTRACT (HORIZ.): 1-DIGIT - l-DIBIT‘. HHOLE NUBERS» NO REGROUPING
SUBTRACT {VERT.): 2-pIGIT - 1-DIGIT, HHOLE MRBERS, NO REGROUPING
SUBTRACT (MORIZ.)s 2-DIGIT ~ 1-DIGIT, HHOLE NUMBERS) BASIC FACT < 18
(HE): :
CAN APPLY HEASUREHENT CONCERPTS.
RECOGNIZE THE COIN OF A GIVEN VALUE ’
RECOGNIZE THE COIN OF A GIVEN VALUE
RECOGHIZE HONTH HHICH PRECEDES A GIVEN HONTH . .
READ THE CLOCK TO DETERMINE TIHE TO THE HOUR

READ THE CLOCK 7O DETERHINE TIME YO THE HOUR
READ THE CLOCK TO DETERMINE TIHE TO THE HOUR

STRICT PERFORHANCE IS ABOVE THE STATE
pISTRICL_BERFORUANCE 13 BELOW THE STATE

e ey N . ]

DISTRICT
% RIGHT

95.6
95.5
95.1
95.1
93.2
70.8

89.6
85.2
80.2
85.0
86.4
82.1

90.0
91.7
84%.1
96.2
97.6
85.1

STATE
# RIGHT

95.7
95.7
9.0
96.0
9.7
7%.4

89.9
85.1
82.1
88.8
85.3

890.9

50.2
91.5
83.6
7.1
98.1
86.5

PISTRICT COPY

CATEs HAY 87
PAGE: 3

. DISTRICT-STATE

DIFF % RIGHY

- .9

- .9

- 30‘

+ .1
- 1.9
+ .2
+ 1.1

+ 1.2

} .s

t

1.5

il
o,



l ) DISTRICT COPY

DlngCf: 17 CHARLESTON SOUTH CAROLINA BSAP ITEH RESPONSE SUMHARY DATE: WAV 87
- GRADE 01 MATHEHATICS PAGE: 4
DISTRICT STATE DISTRICT-STATE
7 RIGHT 7 RIGHT DYFF 7 RIGHT
e
CEDMETAY (GE): .
THE STUDENT CAN APPLY GEOHETRIC COHCEPTS.
1-c€l RECOGNIZE A CIRCLE , 7.7 97.9 - W2
2-GE1 RECOGNLZE AN OPEN CURVE 82.4 86.1 - 3.7
3-GE1 RECOGNIZE A SQUARE 1.4 93.8 - 2.4
4-GE2 COHPARE SIZES OF OBJECTS T2 FIND SHALLEST 98.% 98.3 + 3
5-GE2 COMPARE SIZES OF OBJECTS TO FIND LARGEST 89.9 90.8 - 9
6-GE2 COMPARE SIZES OF OBJECTS TO FINO LARGEST 90.4 9.1 - 7

PRODLEY SOLVING (PS):
THE STUDENT CAN SOLVE PRUBLEHS FHVOLVING THE USE OF HATHEHATICS.

1-PSO SOLVE A PROBLEM: SUBTRACTION, HINUEND < 20 S$..9 95.7 - .8
2-PSO SOLVE A PROBLEM: ADDITION, SU4 = 10 92.7 .93.8 - 1.1
3-PS0 SOLVE A PROBLEM: ADDITION KITH HONEY, SUM < 10 21.4 9.7 - .3
4-PSO SOLVE A PROBLEM: SUBTRACTION, HINUEND < 10 92.3 92.3 + .0
5-PSO SOLVE A PROBLEM: ADDITION KITH MONEY, S ~ 10 . 94.0 9.2 - W2
6-PSO SOLVE A PROBLEH: SUBTRACTION, HINUEND < 1D 85.2 86.3 - 1.1

% “a" INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS ABOVE THE STA%E
% =" INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS BELOW TIE STATE

= 172 | 173
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DISTRICT COPY

DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON _ SOUTH CAROLINA BSAP ITEM RESPONSE SUMHARY OATE: MAY 87
GRADE 02 MATHERATICS PAGE: 3
DISTRICT STATE DISTRICT-STATE 3
% RIGHT % RIGHT DIFF Z RIGHT

CONCEPTS (CN):
THE STUDENT Cm APPLY HOUMERICAL CIHICEPTS.

1-CHL  COUNT FORMARD BY 2'S 8.9 98.6 ¢ 3

2.cN2  IDENTIFY NUMBER EQUIVALENT TO GIVEN NORD NAME > 100 .1 96.1 + 2.0

3-cN2  IDENTIFY NRMBER EQUIVALENT TO GIVEN HORD NAME > 100 _ 98.2 7.1 + 11

4-CN2  IDENTIFY MRBER EQUIVALENT TO GIVEN HORD NAME < 100 9.2 95.1 + 21

5-CN3  FIND CORRECT RELATIONSHIP BETHEEN THO NUMBERS < 10 79.2 76.9 + 2.3

6-CN5  INTERPRET INFORMATION IN A BAR GRAPH 99.2 9.2 + .0

DPERATIONS (OP):
THE STUDENT CAN COMPUTE ACCURATELY.

1-0P1  ADD (HORIZ.)s 2-DIGIT ¢ 1-DIGIT, HHOLE MUMBERS, HITHGUT REGROUPING 95.8 . 946 + 1.2

2-0P1 ADD (VERT.): 2-DIGIT + 1-DIGIT, MHOLE NUMBERS, WITH REGROUPING 89.1 87.3 + 1.8

3-0P1 ADD (VERT.): 3-DIGIT ¢ 3-DIGIT, HHOLE NMUWBERS, HIVH REGROUPING , 75.2 72.5 + 2.7

4-0P2  SUBTRACT (VERT.): 3-DIGIT - 2-DIGIT, WHOLE NUMBERS, NO REGROUPING 95.8 93.6 Vo2

5-0P2  SUBTRACT (HORIZ.): 2-DISIT - 1-DISIT, HHOLE MMBERS, NO REGROUPING 92.9 91.6 + 13

6-0P2 SUBTRACT (VERT.): 2-DIGIT - 1-DIGIT, WHOLE MRBERS, HITH REGCROUPING n.s 69.0 + 2.3
HEASUREHENT (HE): ‘

THE STUDENT CAN APPLY MEASUREMENT COHCEPTS.

1-ME1 SELECT APPROPRIATE WIT TO HEASURE TEMPERATURE, CUSTOMARY 78.9 82.0 - 3.1

2-HE1  SELECT APPROPRIATE UNIT TO HEASURE WIDTH, HETRIC 621 | e3.2 - 13

™ 3.4e3  READ PICTURED SCA’S TO DETERHINE HEXGHT OF OBJECT, CUSTOHARY 99.3 99.1 ¢ 2

4-HES  READ PICTURED RULER TO DETERMINE LENGTH: CUSTOHARY 99.4 59.5 - 1

174 swes  REsp PICTURED RULER TO DETERMINE LENGTH, CUSTOWARY : 9.3 98.2 IS5 « a

@ 6HES  READ CLOCK TO DETERHINE TIME TO HALF-HOUR ! 8a.3 90.2 - 1.9

 INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS ABOVE THE STATE
: BE TCV-PERFOSMANCE IS BELOW.THE.STAYZ . .




DISTRICT CORY

4 0~
DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON SOUTH CAROLINA BSAP ITEH RESPONSE SWMMARY DATE: MAY 87
GRADE 02 HATHEMATICS PAGE: = 4
DISTRICT STATE DISTRICT-STATE
7 RIGHT 4 RIGHTY OIFF # RIGHT
G/SOMETRY (GEDs
THE STUDENT CAN APPLY GECHETRIC CONCEPTS.
1-GE1 RECOGNIZE & CLOSED CURVE 96.9 36.2 + 7
2-GE1 RECOGNIZE A SQUARE 85.9 85.3 + .6
3-GEL RECOGNIZE A CLOSED CURVE 81.3 85.6 - 4.3
) 4-GE2 RECOGNIZE THE FIGURES WITH THE SAME SHAPE $8.3 98.7 - 4
5-GE2 RECOGNIZE THE FIGURES NITH THE SAME SIZE AND SHAPE 97.7 98.1 - &
6-GE2 RECOGNIZE YHE FIGURES WITH THE SAME SXIZE AND SHAPE 98.3 . 98.6 - .3
PRODLEN SULVING (PS)s
THE STUDENT CAN SOLVE PROBLEHS INVOLVING TIE USE 67 . THEMAYICS.
1-pSO SOLVE A PROBLEM: ADDITION, WO RESROUPIND 97.1 97.6 - b
2-pso SOLVE A PROBLEM: SUBTRACTION, NO RESROC +INC 9.3 9.7 - 4
3-pse SOLVE A PROBLEM: ADDITION, BASIC FACT < 18 96.2 96.4 - W2
4-PSO SOLVE A PROBLEM: ADDITION, NO REGROUPIHG _96.7 96.8 - .1
5-PS0 SOLVE A PROBLEM: SUBTRACTION, NO REGROUPING 92.2 91.1 + 1.1
6-PS0 SOLVE A PROBLEH: SUBTRACTION, NO REGROUPING 88.9 88.2 ¢ .7

% “4" THDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS ABOVE THE STATE
# »-» INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS BELOW THE STATE

e 178 177
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@  CONCEPTS (CN):

1-Ch1
[
2-cN1
3-CN2
[ 4
4-CN3
5-CH4
’ .
6-CHS

1-0P1
f

2-0P1

3-0p2
/

4-0p2

5-0P3
/

‘§-DP%

1-HE1
2-ME2
3-HE3
4-HE3
5-HE4
6~-HES4

[ ]
)

DISTRICT; 17 CHARLE. ™M

THE STUDENT CAM APPLY HUHERICAL CLHCEPTS.

COUNMT B!..XHARD BY 3'S )
COUNT BACKHARD BY 5'S
USE SHADED FIGURE TO DETERIIINE FRACTIONAL PARY

_IDENTIEY A CORRECT ARITHHETIC SENTENCE INVCLVING BASIC FACTS

USE PLACE VALUE TO IDENTIFY THE DIGIT IN 19'S PLACE
EXTRACT INFORMATION FROM A BAR GRAPH

»
'
¥
]

’ OPERATIONS ¢OP)s i
THE STUDENY CAN COHPUTE ACCURATELY. !

ADD (VERT.): 3-DIGIT + 3-DIGIT, HHOLE NMBERS, HITH nssmxm;

ADD (HORIZ. }s 2-DIGIT ¢ 2-DIGIT, MHOLE MABERS, HITH REGROUPING

SUBTRACT (VERT.): ‘2-DIGIT - 2-DISIV, WHOLE NMBERS, WITH REGROUPING
SUBTRACT (HORIZ.): FRACTIONS, LIKE DENOMINATORS, NO REGROUPING, HO REDUCING
MULTIPLY (HORIZ.): 2-DIGIT X 1-DIGIT, HIOLE MMBERS

DIVIDE (HORIZ.): 2-DIGIT BY 1-DIGIV NUHBERS, NO REMAINDER

| HEASUREHENT (HE):
THE STUDENT CAN APPLY HEASUREMENT CORICEPSS.

SELECT APPROPRIATE UMIT TO MEASURE TIHE
ESTIMATE LENGTH OF OBJECT, CUSTOMARY

READ HEASURING SCALE YO DEVERMINE HEIGHT, METRIC
DETERMINE THE VALUE OF PICTURED HONEY

CONVERT UNIT OF TIME, CUSTOMARY

CONVERT UNITS OF MONEY

©
EMC w4 INDICATES AVERAGE LISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS ABOVE THE STATE

IToxt Provided by ERI

st

w.% INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS BELOW THE STATE

SOUTH CAROLINA BSAP ITEM RESPONSL SIMMARY
GRADE 03 MATHEMATICS

DISTRICT

£ RISHT

67.8
90.2
86.8
98.4
93.2

9.3

$5.7
%.9
79.9
77.1
83.0
92.5

92.5
63.4
96.8

97.4

DISTRICT COPY

DATE: HAY 87
PAGE: 3
STATE DISTRICT-STATE
£ RIGHT DIFF % RIGHT

68.4
88.9
86.2
97.9
93.7
93.7

94.6
24.0
78.5
70.0
79.¢
89.5

92.5
64.9
96.2

$6.0

- .6

1.3
N
%
.5

.6

1.1

1.6
7.1
.6
3.0
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DISTRICT: 17

CEOMETRY (GE):

CHARLESTON SOUTH CAROLINA BSAP ITEH RESPONSE SUMMARY
CRADE 03 HATHEMATICS

THE STUDENT CAM APPLY GEOHETRIC COICEPTS.

1-6E1
2-BEY-
3-GE1
4-GE2Z
5-GE2

6-6E2

RECOGHIZE A LINE SEGHENT

RECOGNIZE A POINT

RECOGNIZE A RIGHT ANGLE

USE LINE OF SYW/ETRY TO IDENTIFY THE PART HHICH COMPLETES FIGURE
CONPARE PARTS OF FIGURE TO DETERHINE LINE OF SYMMETRY .

COMPARE PARTS OF FIGURE TO DETEQMINE LINE OF SYMHETRY

PROBLEN SOLVING (PS):
THE STUDENT CAN SOLVE PROBLEHS THVOLUSHG THE USE OF MATHEMATICS.

1-PSO
2-pS0
3-pSO
4-pS0
5-PSO

6-PSO

SOLVE A PROBLEM: ADDITION HITH REGROUPING

SOLVE A PROBLEM: ADDITION ANOD SUBTRACTION HITH REGROUPING
SOLVE A PROBLEM: MULTIPLICATION

SOLVE A PROBLEM: ADDITISH HITH REGROUPING .

SOLVE A PROBLEH: ADDITION AND SUBTRACYION HKITH REGROUPING
SOLVE A PROBLEM: MULTAPLICATION

% “a» TNOICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORHANCE IS ABGVE THE STATE
% “-n INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICTY PERFORHANCE IS BELOW THE STATE

ERICG
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DISTRICT
7 RIGHT

78.5
91.8
84.0
97.3
9.1

9.9

93.6
64.4
68.0
90.1
74.3

4.2

STATE
"7 RIGHT

78.9
73.5
7.1
96.7
$5.3

95.2

93.4
66.9
70.9
90.7
74.7
66.1

81

DISTRICT COPY

DATE:
PASE:

. hav 87

&

DISTRICT-STATE
. DIFF Z RIGHT

+ 18.3
+ 12.9

+ .6

+ 1.7

- 2.5
- 2.9

- 1.9




DISTRICT: 17

COHCEPTS <N

1-CH2
2-CN2
3-CN3
4-CN3
5-CN4
€-CN5

1-HE1

| 2-HE2

-

: 4 o> HE

i S 8 24-»:54
5-HES
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CHARLESTON SOUTH CAROLINA BSAP ITEM RESPONSE SUMMARY
GRADE 06 HATHEMATICS

THE STUDENT CAN APPLY NUJERICAL COMNCEPTS.

IDENTIFY FRACTION EQUIVALEMT TO GIVEN MIXED NMRBER

IDENTIFY DECIHAL .MlﬁER EQUIVALENT TO GIVEN HORD

COMPARE FRACTIONS USIN3 2 OR S

COMPARE FRACTIONS USING 2 OR S

USE PLACE VALUE TO IDENTIFY DECIMAL NUMBER TO GIVEN EXPANDED FORM
INTERPRET INFORMATION IN A PICTURE GRAPH, COMPUTATION INVOLVED

OPERATIONS 4DP)s
THE STUDENT CAN COHPUTE ACCURATELY.

1-0p1 ADD (HORIZ.): 3 SZCIMAL ADDENDS,; WITH REGROUPING
2-0P1 ADD (VERT. 1t 2 FRAGVIONS, LIKE OENOM., HITH REGROUPING AND REDUCING
3-0p2 SUBTRACY (VERT.)t WIOLE NMRBER-DECIMAL, NITH REGROUPING
4-0P2 SUBTRACT (VERT.): MIXED NUMBER. WITH REDUCING
5-0p3 MULTIPLY (VERT.): 2 DECIMALS, HITH REGROUPING
6-0P4 DIVIDE: 3-DIGIT BY 2-DIGIT KWHOLE NUMBERS, NO REMAINDER
; HEASUREHENT (ME)s

THE STUDENT CAN APPLY MEASUREZENT CONCEPTS.

SELEQGT APPROPRIATE UNIT TO MEASURE HEIGHT, CUSTOHARY
ESTIHATE LENGTH, CUSTOMARY

CONVERT BETHEEN UNITS OF LENGTH, CUSTOMARY

CONVERY BETHEEN UNITS OF LENGTH, METRIC, INVOLVES DECIMALS
USE SCALE DRAHING TO ESTIMATE LENGTH, MCTRIC

USE SCALE DRAWING TO ESTIHATE LENGTH, METRIC
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DIS'I;R;C'I;: 17 CHARLESTON

GRADE 05 MATHEMATICS

§ Y (CE):
THE STUDENT CAN APPLY GEOHETRIC CONMCERTS.

RECOGNIZE A FIGURE HITH A CIRCUMFERENCE
IDENTIFY A LINE SEGHENT

RECOGNIZE A SPHERE

DETERMINE THE PERIMETER OF A SQUARE, CUSTOMARY
DETERMINE THE AREA OF A RECTANGLE» CUSTOMARY

DETERMINS THE AREA OF A SQUARE, CUSTOMARY

PROBLEM SOLVIIG (PS)s
THE STUDENT CAN SOLVE PRODLEMS NVOLVING THE USE OF HATHEHATICS.

ESTIHMATE A PROBLEH SOLUTION: ADDITION AND SUBTRACTICN, HONEY
SOLVE A PROBLEM: ADDITION AND MULTIFLICATION, MONEV

SOLVE A PROBLEM: ADDITION AND SUBTRACTION. MONEY

SOLVE A PROBLEM USING A BAR GRAPH: SUBTRACTION

SOLVE A PROBLEM: ADDITION ANO SUBTRACTION, HONEY

SOLVE A PROBLEM INVOLVING HMEASUREMEMTs DIVISION

* v IHDICRTES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORHANCE 1S ABOVE THE STATE
% =% INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS BELOW THE SYATE
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DISTRICT; 17 CHARLESTOM SOUTH CAROLINA BSAP ITEM RESPONSE SUHMHARY
GRADE 08 HATHEMATICS

CEOMETRY ¢GE):
THE STUDENT CAN APPLY GECHETRIC CINCEPTS.

1-6E1  DETERMINE CODRDINATES OF POINT ON A GRID
2-GE1l  RECOGNIZE A PERPENDICULAR LINE SEGHENT IN FIGURE
3-GE2  DETERMINE THE TRIANGLE CONGRUENT TO TRIANGLE EFSEDDED IN FIGURE CIVEN
4-GE2  DETERMINE THE CONGRUENT ANGLES USING GIVEN ANGLE HEASURES '
5-GE3  DETERMINE THE VOLUME OF A SOLID, METRIC ;
¢-GE3  DEVERMINE THE VOLUHE OF A SOLID, METRIC

PROBLEN SOLVING (P$)s '

THE STUDENT CAN SOLVE PROBLENS DNVOLVING THE USE OF HATHEHATICS.
1-PSO  ESTIMATE A PROBLEM SOLUTION USING TABLE: MULTIPLE OPERATIONS, HONEY
2-PSO ESTIMAYE A PROBLEH SOLUTION USING TABiE: MULTIPLE OPERATIONS
3-PSO  SOLVE A PROBLEM: HULTIPLE OPERATIONS
4-PSO  SOLVE A PROGBLEM: MULTIPLE OPERATIONS, TIHE
5-PSO  SOLVE A PROBLEM: MULTIPLE OPERATIONS, MIXEL NMRBERS
6-PSO  SOLVE A PROBLEM USING A CIRCLE GRAPH: HULTIPLE SFERATIONS, PERCENTAGE

% %" INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS AROVE THE STATE
% #=% INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICY PERFORMANCE IS BELOM THE STATE
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SOUTH CAROLINA BSAP XTEM RESPG:'SE SUEHARY

GRADE 08 HATHEHATICS

DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON

COHCEPTS (TN):

THE STUDENT CAN APPLY NUHERICAL CONCEPTS.
1-CH2  IDENTIFY FRACTION EQUIVALENT TO GIVEN DECIHAL
2-cN2  IDENTIFY PERCENT EQUIVALENT TO GIVEN DECIMAL
3-CNI  DETERMINE THE LARGEST FRACTION IN A SET, UNLIKE DENGHINATORS
4-C¢  USE PLACE VALUE TO MATCH HHOLE NUHBER TO EXPANDED EXPONENTIAL FORM
5-CNd  USE PLACE VALUE TO MATCH DECIHAL YO VERBAL FORM
¢-CN5  INTERPRET INFORMATION IN A TABLE

OPERATIUNS (OR):

THE STUDENT CAN COMPUTE ACCURATELY.
2-0P1  ADD (HORIZ.): 3 DECIMALS, NITH REGROUPING
2-0p2  SUBTRACT (VERT.): 2 DECIMALS, WITH REGROUPING
3-0p2  SUBTRACT (HORIZ.): HHOLE NO. - HIXED NO., HITH REGROUPING
4-0p3  MULTIPLY (HORIZ.): MIXED NO. X HINED NO., WITH REGROUPING
5-0p3  MULTIPLY (HORIZ.)s PERCENTAGE OF GIVEN WIOLE NXBER
¢-0r4  DIVIOE: DECTMAL NO. BY DECIMAL HO.

HEASURLIIENT (HE):
THE STUDENT CAN APPLY MEASUREHENT CONCEPTS.

1-HE1 SELECT APPEOPRIATE UNIT TO HEASURE VOLUME, HETRIC

2-ME2 ESTIHATE AREA, CUSTOHARY

3-ME3 UsE PICTURED PROTRACTOR TO DETERMINE HEASURE OF ANGLE, 90 DEGREES
A-ME3 USE PICTURED PROTRACTOR TO DETERHINE HEASURE OF ANGLE, 90 DECREES
5-HE4 SUBTRACT UNITS OF LENGTH, METRIC WITH CONVERSION

6-HES USE SCALE DRAHING TO ESTIMATE DISTANCE, CUSTOHARY

u .l‘.” INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS ABOVE THE STATE
Q  INOICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS BELOH THE STATE
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